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The Urgent Tasks of Our Movement 


Russian Social-Democracy has repeatedly declared the 
immediate political task of a Russian working-class party to 
be the overthrow of the autocracy, the achievement of 

litical liberty. This was enunciated over fifteen years ago 

the representatives of Russian Social Democriay —ahe 
members of the Emancipation of Labour group. It was 
affirmed two and a half years ago by the representatives of 
the Russian Social-Democratic organisations that, in the 
spring of 1898, founded the Russian Social-Democratic 

bour Party. Despite these repeated declarations, however, . 
the question of the political tasks of Social-Democracy in 
Russia is prominent again today. Many representatives of 
our movement express doubt as to the correctness of the 
above-mentioned soJution of the pee It is claimed that 
the economic struggle is of predominant importance; the 
political tasks of the proletariat are pushed into the back- 
ground, narrowed down, and restricted, and it is even said 
that to speak of forming an independent working-class party 
in Russia is merely to repeat somebody else’s words, that the 
workers should carry on only the economic struggle and 
leave politics to the intelligentsia in alliance with the liberals. 
The Jatest profession of the new faith (the notorious Credo!) 
amounts to a declaration that the Russian proletariat has not 

et come of age and to a complete rejection of the Social- 

emocratic programme. Rabochaya Mysl (particularly in its 
Separate Supplemen) takes practically the same attitude. Rus- 
sian Social-Democracy is passin through a eriod of vacilla- 
tion and doubt bordering on self-negauon. On the one hand, 
the working-class movement is being sundered from social- 
ism, the workers are being helped to carry on the economic 
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struggle, but nothing, Or NeXt to noth; 
to them the socialist aims and the polit; phe tog 
movement as a whole. On the other hand <2, tasks “kj 
sundered from the labour MOvement 
again beginning to talk more and more abou peli 2 
against the government having to be cars 

the intelligentsia because the workers 
the economic stru gle. 

In our opinion the ground has been pr 
state of affairs by three circumstances. 
activity, Russian Social-Democrats he 
merely to work in Propaganda circles. When w "a 


tion of small local workers’ circles 


revolutiona WOrk on correct lines. The redominance of 

isolated work is naturally connected with the predominance 

of the economic struggle. ‘ 
ese circumstances resulted in concentration on one side 


“Economist” trend (that is, if we 
“trend”) has attempted to elevate this 


5 Purpose the fashionable Bernsteinism$ and the 
fashionable “criticism of Marxism”, which peddles old 


ening of connection 
tween th ussian working-class movement and Russian 
liberty smocracy, the vanguard in the struggle for political 
ibert h 


vena Democracy is the combination of the workin 
Movement and socialism. Its task is not to serve the working. 
class Movement Passively at each of its Separate stages, but to 
represent the interests of the movement as a whole, to Pointe 
©Uut to this movement its ultimate aim and its political tasks, 


and to safeguard its political a 
[solated from Social-Democrac 
becomes petty and inevitabl 
only the economic struggle, 
litical independence; it 


nd ideolo 


y, the Be independence, 


becomes bou 


een a period in 
part from social- 


r combining 
n theory long 


What lesson can be learned from the past? 

_ The entire history of Russian socialism has led to the 
condition in which the most urgent task is the struggle 
against the autocratic government and the achievement of 
political liberty. Our socialist movement concentrated itself, 
so to speak, upon the struggle against the autocracy. On the 
other hand, history has shown that the isolation of socialist 
thought from the vanguard of the working classes is greater 
in Russia than in other countries, and that if this state of 
affairs continues, the revolutionary movement in Russia is 
doomed to impotence. From this condition emerges the task 
which the Russian Social-Democracy is called owen to se 
fil—to imbue the masses of the proletariat with the ideas 0 
socialism and political consciousness, and to i eee 
revolutionary party inseparably connected with the spor = 
ous working-class movement. Russian Social-Democr: ys a 
done much in this direction, but much more still re field of 
be done. With the growth of the movement, Feaghetes be- 
activity for Social-Democrats becomes wider; t + activists ‘ns 
comes more varied, and an increasing number a the fulfil- 
the movement will concentrate their tage ae ania. al 
Ment of various special tasks which Fi This phenome- 

Propaganda and agitation bring to the . 
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non Is quite natural and is iney; 
Particularly concerned with Preven” It can, 
and methods of struggle from bec a these SDeciay Us 4 
and with Preventing Preparatory work, €nds in tha tvige 
as the main and sole activity, TOM being m 
Our ae te and fun 
political deve 
working class. 
ground, who re ae 
and particular Struggle, are follows task 
ate and causing serious ha 


8 re 
damental task j in 


upon revolutionaries t 


o) er ays only the 
conspiratorial circles c 


ut of 


? S Move 
ment in the struggle against the overnment. It js being 
pushed into the background, secondly, by those who restrict 
the content and 


to “politics” only at exceptional moments in their lives, only 
on Lier occasions; who too solicit 


for partial concessions from the autocracy for the political 


: to 
struggle against the autocracy; and who do not go 
sufficient 


ial 
lengths to ensure that these Senende fo) 
concessions are raised to the status of a systematic, imp. 


. inst 
ble struggle of a revolutionary, working-class party agains 
the oo 


; : kers 
“Organise!” Rabochaya Mysl keeps page to the worke 
e 


Ks ist” trend 
in all keys, and all the adherents of t Economist” tre 
echo the cry. W 


4 t 
e, of course, wholly endorse this apres be 
we will not fail to add: organise; but not only in eae 
benefit Societies, strike funds, and workers’ circ es; Org: 
also in a political 


: le 
party; organise for the determined a 
against the autocratic government and against the who iat 
<apitalise Society. Without such organisation the proletar 
never rise ‘to the class 


; ircles 
thing but funds and study circ 
mutual benefit Societies ty 


* NOt a gj 
Gisk Producing ne class in h 
able to 


women. The s 


ed so widely during the past five 

raled the great potential revolutiona 
wrking class; it has shown that the mos 
i 


ment per 


develoP 


le. The congress which our co © Political 
ely defined our tasks and did Sipe pee eta 
eople's words, did not merely express the Y Tepeat other 


pi 1”. W enthusiasm of 

intellectuals”... We must set to work resolutel O! 
r é to f 

these tasks, placing the question of the Party’s Ratan, 


organisation, and tactics on the order of 
cecal set forth our views on the fundamental watt 
our programme, and, of course, this is not a mF of 
develop them in detail. We Propose to devote a Jae 
v . . , ( series of 
articles in forthcoming issues to questions of organisati 
which are among the most burning problems confront on 
In this respect we lag considerably behind the old wovkeie in 
the Russian revolutionary movement. We must frankly admit 
this defect and exert all our efforts to devise methods of 
greater secrecy in our work, to propagate systematically the 
proper methods of work, the proper methods of deluding 
the gendarmes and of evading the snares of the police. We 
must train people who will devote the whole of their lives, 
not only their spare evenings, to the revolution; we must 
build up an organisation large enough to permit the intro- 
duction of a strict division of labour in the various forms of 
our work. Finally, with regard to questions of tactics, we shall 
confine ourselves to the following: Social-Democracy does 
not tie its hands, it does not restrict its activities to some one 
preconceived plan or method of political struggle; it rec- 
ognises all methods of struggle, provided they correspond to 
the forces at the disposal of the Party and facilitate the 
achievement of the best results possible under the given 
conditions. If we have a strongly organised party, a ae 
strike may turn into a political demonstration, into a politic 4 
victory over the government. If we have a strongly oe oth 
party, a revolt in a single locality may grow male i with the 
revolution. We must bear in mind that the struggtn we ain 
government for partial demands and the se the enemy, 
Concessions are merely light sksnenistic® “decisive battle is 
encounters between outposts, whereas es "een the enemy 
still to come. Before us, in all its strengt), 0 mowin 
fortress which is raining shot and she” v 


is fortress, an 
down our best fighters. We must capture ¢ ‘ 


all the forces of the a 


we will capture it, ces of the Russian Tevolugje“tin 
proletariat with a i atract al that js vital and hones 

: il] the grea the Cin 
rasta Cal foaary, Pyotr Alexeyev, be fulfileg: “Sy 
muscular arm of the working millions will be lifted, an Hy 
yoke of despotism, guarded by the soldiers’ bayonets, wil je 
smashed to atoms!” 


if we unite 


Written in October-early Collected Works 
November 1900 Vol. 4, PP. 3669 
Published in December 1900 | 
in Iskra No. 1 


On the 
Moveme 


When hy 
the “legal’ 
part of a I 
or Obolens 


On the Tasks of the Social-Democratic 


Movement 
When h pocritical flirting with both the working class and 
the “legal” op hand in hand with action on the 
art of a hor scoundrels of the type of Val 
or Obolensky, it means that the government wants to corrupt 
and split up those masses and sections of the people w 
is powerless to break, and in order to facilitate its task it 
wants to divert the revolutionary forces, small as their 
number is, to hunt down each of these scoundrels. It does 
not matter whether one representative or another of the 
government is aware of this in general, or how well he is 
aware of it. What matters is that the tactics to which the 
government is impelled by all its immense political exper 
n the 


ence and police instinct, really has this significance. Whe 
ates the truly revolutionary 


revolutionary movement perme 

classes of the people, moreover, when it grows 1n depth and 

extent, holding out the promise of developing soon into an 

invincible force, then the government finds it advantageous 

to provoke the best revolutionary forces to hunt after 

mediocre leaders of most outrageous violence. But we must 
ot lose our 


not allow ourselves to be provoked. 
heads at the very first peais of really revolutionary thunder 
coming from the people, cast all caution to 
to ease mind and conscience, eschew 
Europe and the experience of Russia, all more or 
definite socialist convictions, all claims to fundamentally 
consistent, and not adventurist, ics, In short, we must not 
iow realisation of an attempt to restore the 
olya movement and to repeat a 


cal mistakes that the Socia ist-Revolutionaries 
more and more. Our answer 


taken and persist in furthering 
: 13 


to efforts made to corrupt the Masses — 
revolutionaries must not be given in a “Dro ramme: © th 
would open the door wide to the most harmfy) old mitich 
and to new ideological waverings, or in tactics th rita 
tend to deepen the isolation of the revolutionaries fr Would 
masses, which is the main source of our Weakness and, the 
incapacity to start a determined stry 


0 
: 8gle at once. We nwt 
answer by strengthening the con 


€ 
tact betwee th Dust 
volutionaries and the People, and this con 


lished in our time only by developing and Stren 
Social-Democratic labour movement Out th Sthening 


> 
jot, rae the country to join in 
> Call on a working, al] suffering and 
oppressed People to Support Socialism, " ‘ 
Written in late Noy, 
-‘Ovember 190 
No. | earskaya Revolutsig ol. 6, pp. 


New Tasks and New Forces 


The development of a_ mass working-class movement in 
Russia in connection with the deve opment of Social- 
Democracy is marked by three notable transitions. The first 
was the transition from narrow propagandist circles to wide 
economic agitation among the masses; the second was the 
transition to political agitation on a large scale and to open 
street demonstrations; the third was the transition to actual 
civil war, to direct revolutionary struggle, to the armed 
popular uprising. Each of these transitions was prepared, on 
the one hand, by socialist thought working mainly in one 
direction, and on the other, by the rofound changes that 
had taken place in the conditions of life and in the whole 
mentality ae the working class, as well as by the fact that 
increasingly wider strata of the working class were roused to 
more conscious and active struggle. Sometimes these changes 
took ae imperceptibly, the proletariat rallying its forces 
behind the scenes in an unsensational way, so that the 
intellectuals often doubted the lasting quality and the vital 
power of the mass movement. There would then be a 
turning-point, and the whole revolutionary movement 
would, suddenly, as it were, rise to a new and higher stage. 
The proletariat and its vanguard, Sovial-Democtarys would 
be confronted with new practical tasks, to deal wit which, 
new forces would spring up, seemingly out of the ground, 
forces whose existence no one had suspected shortly before 
the turning-point. But all this did not take place at once, 
without vacillations, without a struggle of currents within the 
Social-Democratic movement, without relapses to outworn 
views long since thought dead and buried. ; 

Social-Democracy in Russia is once again passing through 
such a period of vacillation. There was a time when political 
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itation had to break its way through 0 . 

be en it was feared that we would a be equtnis th Or, 
tasks, when excessive repetition of the adjective “lO th i 
tail-ender’s interpretation of the Part ’s attity Tagg» Mew 
was used to justify the fact that the Ocial-D 
behind the derasnii of the proletariat. The Cours. a88ed 
movement has swept aside al these short-sighted ite Of the 
backward views. The new upsurge now is atten aan and 
more, although in a somewhat dif erent form, 5 me Once 
against obsolete circles and tendencies. The Raboch 2 poke 
ists have come to life again in the new-Iskrists.6 To A, seo 
tactics and our organisation to the new tasks 
overcome the resistance of opportunist theories of “a high 

type of demonstration” (the Pian of the Zemsty Ber 


wae Re O Cam 
or of the “organisation-as- Tocess”; we have to combat the 


reactionary fear of a the uprising, or the fear of the 
revolutionary-democratic 
the peasantry. Once again, excessive (and very often foolish) 
repetition of the word “class” and belittlement of the 
tasks in regard to the class are used to justify the fact that 
Social-Democracy is lagging behind the urgent needs of the 
proletariat. The slogan “workers’ independent activity” is 
an being misused Y people who worship the lower forms 
of activity and ignore the higher forms of | Social- 
Democratic independent activity, the really revolutionary 
initiative of the roletariat itself. 
There is not the slightest doubt that the movement, in its 
course, will once again sweep aside these survivals of obsolete 
and lifeless views. Such sweeping aside, however, should not 
be reduced to mere rejection of the old errors, but, what is 
incomparably more important, it should take the form of 
constructive revolutionary work towards fulfilling the new 
tasks, towards attracting into our Party and utilising the new 
Orces that are now coming into the revolutionary field in 
such vast masses. It is these questions of constructive rev- 
olutionary work that should be the main subject in the 
deliberations of the forthcoming Third Congress; upon these 
questions all our Party members should concentrate in their 
local and general work. As to the new tasks that ge ny ne 
of this we have spoken in general terms on more per taipa 
occasion, They are: to extend our agitation to nS i 
Hees gd Tort poor to bull up's broader, ore 
flexible, and stronger organisation; to prepare to conclude 
wee ett™ the people; and, to these ends, That new 
agreements with the revolutionary democrats. 
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» We h € to 


ye arisen for the fulfilment of 
forces in borne out by the reports of gen 
eloquen ie of the strikes and the revolutionary mood 
over gc fouth, among the democratic intelligentsia gener- 
ae oie among Many sections of the 

anys 


bourgeoisie. The 

nce of these tremendous fresh forces and the positive 

ina that only a small portion of the whole vast stock of 
ass 


‘nflammable material among the working class and the 
= santry has so far been affected % the present unpre- 
Le wa revolutionary ferment in ussia are a reliable 
ledge that the new tasks can and will be unfailing] 
ulfiled. The practical question c us now is, first, 
how to utilise, direct, unite, an ese new forces; 
how to focus Social-Democratic A ew, higher tasks 
of the day without for a moment forgetting the old, ordinary 
run of tasks that confront us, 


anc inue to confront 
us, so long as the world of capitalist exploitation continues to 
exist. 


these tasks jg 
eral strikes all 


. . . . 4 
svobozhdeniye lost no PEP OUUTEty again and again to take 
vantage of the new Iskra’s reversio 

order to em hasise (in 


Pp connection with the demagogic 
Pamphlet by “A Worker”) its own pr 


alet ofound sympathy with 
€ principles of Economism. This i 

ly pointe _ Out that the pamphlet (see Vperyod No. 2, on the 
subject*) implies inevitable negation, or belittlement, of the 
Tole of Tevolutionary Soc 

Worker's” 

0 € ortho 
en 'gnored, Osvobozhdeni 
in ite Co usion of present-da 
in its f educational work: 
On-political forms 


omic struggle has 


ai 

eatin Social-Democracy lies 
of legal ways, of Economism, 
: of the labour movement, and 
‘8 failure to understand that only educational work, legal 
oe 4°n-Political forms, can create a sufficiently strong and 
ae foundation for a working-class movement that will 
—Y S¢ worthy of the name revolutionary 


* See Collected Works, Vol, 8, pp. 56-62.—Ed. 
2— 42H 


Osvobozhdeniye Urges its adherents “to 


selves the initiative in building trade ycX® Upon , 
not in opposition to Social-Dem . 


1 moy 
eae ‘ Ocracy, byt  Menen 
with it; an it draws a parallel between this gj he IN hand 
which Prevailed in the German Ja 10n and 


t 
‘ e€me : ‘at 
operation of the Exceptional Law Agai "e durin 


of “posing, not 
but also all libera harmony 


ation”. (In Inviting the collab- 


cial-Democrats, Osvobozhdeniye fully acknowl- 


, Ignores the second.) “Doing this,” 

€ pamphlet 80e€s on to Say, “does not at all mem 
forgetting that in the | Tun the legalisation of the 
working-class mo ill be to our advantage, and not to 
Ubatovs.” In €xposing Zubatovism and liberalism 

at legal Meetings we are separating the tares from the wheat. 
l We mean attractin the attention of ever 
arger numbers, Including the most backaet sections, of the 
Politica] uestions, and freeing our- 
Selves, the iv Olutionaries, from unctions that are essentially 
ution of legal books, mutual aid, etc.), the 


i of which will inevitably Provide us with an 
It quantity of i : 


Material for agitation.” : 
if anyone is suffering from 


faring the; © Movement, it js Osvobozhdeniye. Far from 
Clearly’ non 8 forms, the revolutionary Social-Democrats 
Sup © €xistence within them of tares as well as 
i guments, Consequently, only cover 
I ( Ounded) fear that revolutionary 
t €xPose the class essence of liberalism. 

present-day Lets Us most, from the point of view of 
Slutionari $s, IS the Westion of relieving the rev- 
Make. 2OW expen Of their functions. The very fact that 
tion =. this a Particuy, v8 the eginning of the revolution 

Re "The More ¢ rece pical and widely significant ques- 
8 "ergetica ly we Carry on our revolurionary 


e more the government will 


i be compel] 
struge art of the trade union work, thereby meeting os to 
ee of our burden,” we said in What Is To Be Done Bice 


fre energetic revolutionary struggle relieves us of “part of 
present 


our DUT en” in many other ways besides this. The 
situation has rai cco pst merely “legalise” much of 
what was snags anne a as widened the movement to 
-guch an extent that, regardless of government legalisation, 
' many things that were considered and actually were within 
- reach only of revolutionaries have now entered the sphere of 
practice, have become customary and accessible to the 
masses. The whole course of Social-Democracy’s historical 
development is characterised by the fact that in face of all 
obstacles it has been winning for itself increased freedom of 
action, despite tsarist laws and police measures. The rev- 
olutionary proletariat surrounds itself, as it were, with a 
certain atmosphere, unthinkable for the government, of 
sympathy and support both within the working class and 
within other classes (which, of course, agree with only a small 
part of the demands of the working-class democrats). In the 
initial stages of the movement a Social-Democrat had to 
noe on a great deal of what almost amounted to cultural 
work, or to concentrate almost exclusively on economic 
agitation. Now these functions, one after another, are pass- 
ing into the hands of new forces, of wider sections that are 
being enlisted in the movement. The revolutionary organisa- 
tions have concentrated more and more on carrying out the 
unction of real political leadership, the function of drawin 
ial-Democratic conclusions from the workers’ protest an 
the opular discontent. In the beginning we had to teach the 
workers the ABC, both in the literal and in the figurative 
senses. Now the standard of political literacy has met so 
Bigantically that we can and should concentrate all our 
efforts on the more direct Social-Democratic objectives 
aimed at giving an organised direction to the pal weg 
stream. Now the liberals and the legal press are domg 
fe ” on which we have 
Feat deal of the preparatory work up “a 
p ffort. Now the op 
itherto had to expend so much e ds, no longer 
Propaganda of democratic ideas and demans spread "20 
Persecuted by the weakened gore te this entirely 
widely that we must learn to agjan oussees | a preparatory 
new scope of the movement. Naturally, i Tht Th.” social- 
work there are both tares and wheat. 
ee 


* See Collected Works, Vol. 5, p- 491.—Ed. m 
2s 


Democrats will now have to 
ing the influence of the bou 
But this very work will 


Pay greater Attend 
‘ € 
T8€0Is democrap 1M 
have much 


: Work, 
Mor er 
Democratic content than our former activity Teal Socis 
mainly at rousing the Politically UNCONscioys Which imea 
The more the popular m Stes, td 


ovement a 8, 
clearly will the true nature of the different’; a 
revealed and the more Pressing will the Poy S Stang 
leading the class, in becoming its organiser task be : 
dragging at the tail-end of events. The more the revoly 
ary independent activity of all kinds develops ever ution 
the more obvious will be the hollowness ant inanit here, 
Rabocheye Dyelo catchwords, so eagerly take 7 OF the 


Svepesvent activity, and the greater will be the demands 
whic lion initiative. The Wider 
the new streams of the social movement become, the greater 
becomes the importance of a strong Social-Democ 
ganisation capable of creating new channels for these 
streams. The more the democratic propaganda and agitation 


To drop gel we must considerabl 
membership of a 


in order to be able to keep up to some ext 


L Al t saying, does 
not mean that consistent py sag and systematic Instruction 
e 


in the Marxist truths are to be left in the shade. We must, 
however, remember that at the present time far greater 
significance in the matter of training and education attaches 
to the military operations, which teach the untrained Tecisely 
and entirely in our sense. We must remember t at our 
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” faithfulness to Marxis 


M is now be} i 
med bY the march of revolutio ie Pag 


nary events, which js 


é © the masses and 
these lessons confirm precisely our dogma. H ana 


: ence, w 

tyeak about abandoning the dogma, or relaxing our io 
Bi andl suspicious attitude towards the woolly intellectuals 
and the arid-minded revolutionaries. Quite the contrary. We 
speak about new methods of teaching dogma, which it would 
be unpardonable for a Social-Democrat to forget. We speak 
of the importance for our day of using the object lessons of 
the great revolutionary events in o 


: tder to convey — not to 
study circles, as in the past, but to the Mmasses—our old 
ss dogmatic” lessons that, for example, it is necessary in 


ractice to combine terror with the uprising of the masses 
or that behind the liberalism of the educate Russian society 
one must be able to discern the class interests of our 
bourgeoisie (cf. our polemics with the — Socialist- 
Revolutionaries on this question in Vperyod No. 3*). 
Thus, it is not a question of relaxing our Social-Democratic 
exactingness and our orthodox intransigence, but of 
strengthening both in new ways, by new methods of trainin L 
In war-time, recruits should get their training lessons dicialy 
from military a. So tackle the new methods of 
training more boldly, comrades! Forward, and organise more 
and more squads, send them into battle, recruit more young 
workers, extend the normal framework of all Party organisa- 
tions, from committees to factory groups, craft unions, and 
student circles! Remember that every moment of delay in 
this task will play into the hands of the enemies of Social- 
Democracy; for the new streams are seeking an immediate 
outlet, and if they do not find a Social-Democratic channel 
they will rush into a non-Social-Democratic channel. Re- 
member that every practical step in the revolutionary move- 
ment will decidedly, inevitably give the young recruits a lesson 
in Social-Democratic science; for this science is based on an 
objectively correct estimation of the forces and tendencies of 
the various classes, while the revolution itself is nothing but 
the break-up of old superstructures and the independent 
action of the various classes, each striving to erect the pad 
superstructure in its own way. But do not debase e 
revolutionary science to the level of mere book dogma, 
see tui bout tactics-as-process 
hot vulgarise it with wretched phrases a Le od fall 
and organisation-as-process, with phrases that see j 
ero 
* See Collected Works, Vol. 8, pp. 83-89.— Ed. ' 


confusion, vacillation, and lack of initiative, Give mo, 
to all the diverse kinds of enterprise on the art of the'“Pe 


varied groups and circles, bearing in mind t¢ at, apart juost 
our counsel and regardless of it, the relentless exigencieg 
0 


the march of eer | events will keep them y “ 
correct course. It is an old maxim that in Politics one i 
has to learn from the enemy. And at revolutiona A as 
the enemy always forces correct conclusions upon us ae 
particularly instructive and speedy manner. ; : 

To sum up, we must reckon with the growing Movement 
which has increased a hundredfold, with the new tempo of 
the work, with the freer atmosphere and the wider field of 
activity. The work must be given an entirely different sco e, 
Methods of training should be refocussed from Peaceful 
instruction to military operations. Young fighters should be 
recruited more boldly, widely, and rapidly into the ranks of 
all and every kind of our organisations. Hundreds of new 
organisations should be set up for the purpose without a 
moment’s delay. Yes, hundreds; this is no hyperbole, and let 
no one tell me that it is “too late” now to tackle such a broad 
organisational job. No, it is never too late to organise. We 
must use the freedom we are getting by law and the freedom 
we are taking despite the law to strengthen and multiply the 
number of Party organisations of all varieties. Whatever the 
course or the outcome of the revolution may be, however 
early it may be checked by one or other circumstance, all its 
real gains will be rendered secure and reliable only insofar as 
the proletariat is organised. 

e slogan “Organise!” which the adherents of the major- 
ity wanted to issue, fully formulated, at the Second Congress 
must now be put into effect immediately. If we fail to show 
bold initiative in setting up new Organisations, we shall have 
to give up as groundless all pretensions to the role of 
vanguard. If we stop hel lessly at the achieved boundaries, 


forms, and confines of the committees, groups, meetings, 
and circles, we shall merely prove ou i i 
Thousands of circles are now springing up everywhere 
without our aid, without any definite pro ramme or aim, 
simply under the impact of events. T e Social-Democrats 
must make it their task to establish and strengthen direct 
contacts with the greatest possible number of these circles, to 
assist them, to give them the benefit of their own knowledge 
and experience, to stimulate them with their own revolution- 
ary initiative. Let all such circles, except those that are 
avowedly non-Social-Democratic, either directly join the 


or align themselves with the Party. In the latter event we 
Party 


t demand that they accept our programme or that 
must no ssarily enter into organisational relations with us: 
they, gies of protest and their sympathy for the cause of 
Their otal revolutionary Social-Democracy in themselves 
jnternati rovided the Social-Democrats work effective] 
suffice, them, for these circles of sympathisers under the 
we of events to be transformed at first into democratic 
es: ee and then into convinced members of the Social- 
Tianocralic working-class party. 
There are masses of people, and we are short of people; 
this contradictory formula has long expressed the contradic. 
tions between the organisational life and the organisational 
needs of the Social-Democratic Party. Today this contradic- 
tion is more salient than ever before; we often hear from all 
sides passionate appeals for new forces, complaints about the 
shortage of forces in the organisations, while at the same 
time we have everywhere countless offers of service, a 
eet of young forces, es ecially among the working class, 
€ practical organiser who complains of a shortage of 
people under such circumstances becomes the victim of the 


usion from which Madame Roland suffered, when she 
wrote in 1793, at t 


he peak of the Great French Revolution, 
that France had no men, that there were only dwarfs. People 


better retire and leave the field clear for 
: often make up with verve what they lack 
mM experience, 


ere j 
Wins: bor no dearth of peo 


le; never has revolutionary 
revolutions pce. 2 Multitude o pape as now. Never has a 
conscious f class been so well off for temporar allies, 
Proletariat wends, and unconscious supporters as the Russian 
© is get id today. There are masses of people; all we need 
initiative a pd tail-ist ideas and precepts, give full scope to 
thus ion enterprise, to “plans” an “undertakings”, and 
Tevolution Ourselves to be worthy representatives of the great 
through read class. Then the proletariat of Russia will car 
a8 begun jp, S74t Russian revolution as heroically as it 


he whol 
weeNed No 


.9 
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On Confounding Politics with Pedagogics 


We have quite a few Social-Democrats who give way to 

essimism every time the workers suffer a reverse in single 
aetles with the capitalists or with the government, and who 
scornfully dismiss all mention of the great and lofty aims of 
the working-class movement by pointing to the inadequate 
degree of our influence on the masses. Who and what are 
we, they say, to strive towards such things? It is purposeless 
to speak of the role of Social-Democracy as vanguard of the 
revolution when we do not even really know the mood of the 
masses, when we are unable to merge with them and to 
rouse the working masses! The reverses suffered by the 
Social-Democrats last May Day have considerably intensified 
this mood. Naturally, the Mensheviks, or new-Iskrists, have 
seized this opening to raise anew the special slogan “To the 
masses!” —as if in spite, as if in answer to those who have 
thought and spoken of the provisional revolutionary govern- 
ment, of the revolutionary-democratic dictatorship, etc. 

It must be admitted that in this pessimism, and in the 
conclusions which the hasty publicists of the new Iskra draw 
from it, there is one very dangerous feature that may cause 
great harm to the Social-Democratic movement. To be sure, 
self-criticism is vitally essential to every live and virile party. 
There is nothing more disgusting than smug optimism. 
There is nothing more warranted than the urging of 
attention to the constant, imperative necessity of deepening 
and broadening, broadening and deepening, our influence 
on the masses, our strictly Marxist propaganda and agitation, 
our ever-closer connection with the economic struggle of the 
working class, etc. Yet, because such urging is at all times 
warranted, under all conditions and in all situations, it mus 
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be turned into special slogans, nor should it justif 
attempts ¢0 build upon it a special trend in Barta a 
Democracy. A border-line exists: here; to exceed the bounds 
is to turn this indisputably legitimate urging into a narrow- 
ing of the aims and the scope of the movement, into a 
doctrinaire blindness to the vital and cardinal political tasks 
of the moment. ; ; 
It is our duty always to intensify and broaden our work 
and influence among the masses. A Social-Democrat who 
does not do this is no Social-Democrat. No branch, group, or 
arcle can be considered a Social-Democratic organisation if it 
does not work to this end steadily and regularly. To a great 
extent, the purpose of our strict separation as a distinct and 
independent party of the proletariat consists in the fact that 
we alnay and undeviatingly conduct this Marxist work of 
raising the whole working class, as far as possible, to the level 
of Social-Democratic consciousness, allowing no_ political 
ee still less political changes of scenery, to turn us away 
rom this urgent task. Without this ork, political activity 
would inevitably degenerate into a game, because this activity 
acquires real importance for the proletariat only when and 
insofar as it arouses the mass of a definite class, wins its 
interest, and mobilises it to take an active, foremost part in 
events. This work, as we have said, is always necessary. After 
rans reverse we should bring this to mind again, and 
emphasise it, for weakness in this work is always one of the 
causes of the proletariat’s defeat. Similarly, we should always 
call attention to it and emphasise its ae apa after every 
victory, otherwise the victory will be only a seeming one, its 
fruits will not be assured, its real significance in the great 
struggle for our ultimate goal will be negligible and may 
even prove adverse (particularly if a partial victory should 
slacken our vigilance, lull our distrust of unreliable allies, 
and cause us to forgo the right moment for a renewed and 
more vigorous attack on the enemy). : i 
But for the very reason that the work of intensifying and 
broadening our influence on the masses 1s always necessary, 
after each victory as after each defeat, in times of political 
uiescense as in the stormiest periods of revolution, we 
should not turn the emphasis upon this work into a special 
slogan or build upon it any special trend if we do not wish to 
court the risk of descending to demagogy and degrading the 
aims of the advanced mt only truly revolutionary class. 
There is and always will be an element of pedagogics in the 
political activity of the Social-Democratic Party. We must 


educate the whole class of wage-workers to the Tole of 
for the emancipation of mankind from all Oppress 
must constantly teach more and more sections of this clas... © 
must learn to approach the most backward, € he 
undeveloped members of this class, those Who are co 
influenced by our science and the science of life, SO aS to be able 
to speak to them, to draw closer to them, to raise them Steadil 
and patiently to the level of Social-Democratic CONSCiousnes, 
without making a dry dogma out of our doctrine—to teach 
them not only from books, but through partici ation in the 
daily struggle for existence of these backward and unde. 
veloped strata of the proletariat. There is, we repeat, a certain 
element of pedagogics in this everyday activity. The Social. 
Democrat he lost sight of this activity would cease to be a 
Social-Democrat. That is true. But some of us often forget, 
these days, that a Social-Democrat who would reduce the tasks 
of politics to pedagogics would also, though for a different 
reason, cease to be a Social-Democrat. Whosoever might think 


of turning this “pedagogics” into a special slogan, of gol or 
ing it to “politics”, of building a special trent neon it, and of 
appealing to the masses under this slogan against the 

politicians” of Social-Democracy, would instantly and un- 
avoidably descend ‘to demagogy, 


at comparisons are odious j i 
; r SIs an old axiom. In eve 
comparison a likenes i ct 


S is drawn in regar t 
or several aspects of the obj fe ce “while 


joBhten 


ABC, instruction in the ry im 
Py . . 1 
independent thinking, wi , io 


{if an 

th .“2yone sought to 
I paning as a Dieter for 
to offset the impermanent, dubious, and «anyone attem ted 
this higher learning (accessible to 4 much tow results of 
pone than those learning the ABC) ¢ smaller circle of 
ound, extensive, and soli results of the ¢ le dura le, pro- 
he would betray incredible shortsightedness heaty school, 
help to pervert the whole Purpose of the big <a 

larg higher education he would 

to) 


School, since 5 
easier 


simply be mak; ; 
r charlatans, demagogues, and reactionann® at 


“44, 


ly learned the ABC. Or 
to an army. Neither in 


time nor in war-time dare we neglect the training of 
ace- 


itten in June 1905 
De poh hed in 1926 
in Lenin Miscellany V 


lect rifle drill, ort 
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Lessons of the Moscow Uprising 


The publication of t 
(Moscow, 1906) coul oe 


barrel of honey spoilt 


oe ele its incompleteness—and incredibly | 
enly, incredibly trite conclusions. We shall deal with, hese 
conclusions on another occasion*: at present we shall om 
our attention to the burning political question of the day, to 
the lessons of the Moscow uprising. 
The principal forms of ‘the December movement in 
Moscow were the peaceful strike and demonstrations, and 
these were the only forms of struggle in which the vast 
majority of the workers took an active part. Yet, the 
December action in Moscow vividly demonstrated that the 
general strike, as an independent and predominant form of 
struggle, is out of date, that the movement is breaking out of 
these narrow bounds with elemental and irresistible force 
and giving rise to the highest form of struggle — an uprising. 
In calling the strike, all the revolutionary parties, al] the 
Moscow unions recognised and even intuitively felt that it 
must inevitably grow into an uprising. On December 6 the 
Soviet of Workers’ Deputies resolved to “strive to transform 
the strike into an armed uprising”. As a matter of fact, 
however, none of the organisations were prepared for this. 
Even the Joint Council of Volunteer Fighting Squads? spoke 
(on December 9!) of an uprising as of something remote, and 
it is quite evident that it had no hand in or control of the 


* Cee Collected Works Vol. 11. pp.189-93.— Ed. 


fighting that took place. The Nagra failed to keep 
ireet WP the growth and range of the movement. 
pace ee was growing into an uprising, primarily as a 
The f the pressure 0 the objective conditions created 
‘result cena A general strike could no longer take the 
after anes unawares: it had already organised the forces of 
i govern evolution, and they were ready for military action, 
counter re course of the Russian revolution after October, 
he sequence of events in Moscow in the December days, 
ene ly confirmed one of Marx’s profound propositions: 
an eon progresses by giving rise to a strong and united 
revo ter-revolution, ie., it compels the enemy to resort to 
sere and more extreme measures of defence and in this 
es devises ever more powerful means of attack.!! 
wecember 7 and 8: a peace strike, peaceful mass 
demonstrations. Evening of the 8th: the sie e of the 
Aquarium. The morning of the 9th: the crow in Stras- 
tnaya Square is attacked by the dragoons. Evening: the 
Fiedler building is raided. Temper rises. The unorganised 
street crowds, quite spontaneously and hesitatingly, set up 
the first barricades. 
The 10th: artillery fire is opened on the barricades and 
the crowds in the streets. Barricades are set up more 
deliberately, and no longer in isolated cases, but on a really 
mass scale. The whole population is in the streets; all the 
main centres of the city are covered by a network of 
barricades. For several days the volunteer fighting units wage 
a stubborn guerrilla battle against the troops, which 
exhausts the troops and compels Dubasov to beg for rein- 
forcements. Only on December 15 did the superiority of the 
government forces become complete, and on December 17 
the Semyonovsky Regiment!” crushed Presnya District, the 
last stronghold of the uprising. 
From a strike and demonstrations to isolated barricades. 
From isolated barricades to the mass erection of barricades 
and street fighting against the troops. Over the heads of the 
organisations, the mass proletarian struggle developed from 
a strike to an uprising. This is the greatest historic gain the 
Russian revolution achieved in December 1905; and like all 
preceding gains it was purchased at the price of enormous 
sacrifices. The movement was raised from a general political 
strike to a higher stage. It compelled the reaction to go to 

é limit in its resistance, and so brought vastly nearer the 
moment when the revolution will also go to the limit in 
applying the means of attack. The reaction cannot go further 
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rola the Shelling of barricades, buildings and crowds. UL 
ie revolution can go very much further than the Mog, : 
unteer fj hting units, it can go very, Very much further : 
readth and depth. And the revolution has advanced fi, 
Since December. The base of the revolutionary crisis h 
©come immeasurably broader—the blade must now 4, 
Sharpened to a keener edge. : 
_ The proletariat sensed sooner than its leaders the Change 
in the objective conditions of the struggle and the need for , 
transition from the strike to an uprising. As is always the Case, 
practice marched ahead of theory. peaceful strike ang 
demonstrations immediately ceased to satisfy the workers. 
they asked: What is to be done next? And they demanded 
more resolute action. The instructions to set up barricades 
reached the districts exceedingly late, when barricades were 
already being erected in the centre of the city. The workers 
set to work in large numbers, but even this did not Satisfy 
them; they wanted to know: What is to be done 
next?—they demanded active measures. In December, we, 
the leaders of the Social-Democratic proletariat, were like a 
commander-in-chief who has deployed his troops in such an 
absurd way that most of them took no active part in the 
battle. The masses of the workers demanded but failed to 
receive, instructions for resolute mass action. 

Thus, nothing could be more short-sighted than 
Plekhanov’s view, seized upon by all the opportunists, that 
the strike was untimely and should not have been started, 
and that “they should not have taken to arms”. On the 
contrary, we should have taken to arms more resolutely, 
energetically and aggressively; we should have explained to 
the masses that it was impossible to confine things to a 
peaceful strike and that a fearless and relentless armed fight 
was necessary. And now we must at last openly and publicly 
admit that political strikes are inadequate; we must carry on 
ponies : _ among the masses in favour of an ah 9 
ik py he c bet € no attempt to obscure this question by 

preliminary stages”, or to befog it in any way- 


n of the December events. Anothet 
Tacter of the u rising, the methods 
d, and the con itions which lead t° 
to the side of the people. 


i v1 i ‘ . 
extremely wee sig: a latter point prevails in the 
ight WIN OF oo ting ne t is alleged that there is no 

ibility of fighting modern troops; the troops must 

ome revolutionary. Of course, unless the revolution as- 
mes a mass character and affects the troops, there can be 
yestion of serious struggle, That we must work amon 
the troops goes without saying. But we must not imagine 
ghat they wil come over to our side at one stroke, as a result 
of persuasion oT their own convictions. The Moscow u rising 
dearly demonstrated how stereotyped and lifeless this view 
js. AS a matter of fact, the wavering of the troops, which is 
inevitable in every truly popular movement, leads to a real 
ht for the troops whenever the revolutionary struggle be- 
comes acute. The Moscow uprising was precisely an example 
of the desperate, frantic struggle for the troops that rake 
lace between the reaction and the revolution. Dubasov 
Fenself declared that of the fifteen thousand men of the 
Moscow garrison, only five thousand were reliable. The 
vernment restrained the waverers by the most diverse and 
esperate measures: they appealed to them, flattered them, 
bribed them, presented them with watches, money, etc.; they 
doped them with vodka, they lied to them, threatened them, 
confined them to barracks and disarmed them, and those 
who were suspected of being least reliable were removed by 
treachery and violence. And we must have the courage to 
confess, openly and unreservedly, that in this respect we 
lagged behind the government. We failed to utilise the forces 
at our disposal for such an active, bold, resourceful and 
aggressive fight for the wavering troops as that gener 
government waged and won. We have carried ed “— in 
the army and we will redouble our efforts ed a e unas 
ideologically to “win over” the troops. But we s pO visi 
be aieahle edants if we forget that at a time of uprising 
there must ain be a physical struggle for the hig a . 
In the December days, the Moscow proletariat Wag i 
ne in ideologically ‘winning over e 
magnificent lessons in } ‘ aya Square, 
on December 8 in Strastnaya 
troops, as, for example, nded the Cossacks, mingled and 
when the crowd eee ana persuaded them to Velde a — 
on December 10, in Presny@ District 900 people, rushed out 
carrying a red flag in @ Ee f not surrender 


“Kill us! We w 
te mies cae oye Cossacks were disconcerted an 


i . d “ 
oni men _— amidst the shouts from the crowd: “Hurrah 


oe the Coeswckal” These examples of courage and _ hero- 
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the interests and conditions of the SoHE ah ent 
and the general revolutionary stru sgle, w a ra Gon and 
ruthlessly lopping off the “hoo igan ays id resents 
Yerrilla’ war are which was so splendi ihe a ruthless), 
ealt with by our Moscow comrades during t lee and 
4 the Letts during the days of the famous L Tepub. 
Ics, sa : ¥ 
There have been new advances in military ese ay 1N the 
very recent period. The ie pennte War lager mpesae : hang 
8Tenade. The small-arms factories have p I dy atic 
rifles on the market. Both these weapons ae already being 
Successfully used in the Russian revo ution, but 7 a degree 
that is far from adequate. We can and must take a Vantage of 
improvements in technique, teach the workers qr eachmentst 
make bombs in large quantities, help them and our ightin, 
Squads to obtain supplies of explosives, fuses and automatic 
rifles. If the mass of the workers takes part in Uprisings in the 
towns, if mass attacks are launched on the enemy, 
determined and skilful fight is waged for the troops, who after 
the Duma, after Sveaborg and Kronstadt !3 are wa 
than ever—and if we ensure poe pasa of the 
the general struggle—victory will be Ours in the next 
all-Russian armed uprising, 
Let us, then, develop our work mor 
our tasks more boldly, while masterin 
great days of the Russian revolution, T 


! : on juncture, 
€ are rallying, and ‘Shall continue to ra y, an increasing 


ae the easantry and the arm under 
the slogan of overthrowing th ist regi nveni 
a constituent assemb] 
Itherto, the basi 


's Beneral, constant and 
Ussia impose 


i 1 C us not become 
ent, the! . US Not evade these Special tasks of 


struggle, by meanin jepctal tasks of € given forms of 
i Main une anged ces to our Permanent duties, 

cumstances, Bed at all {imes and in all cir- 

{ us remember t 

ing. It will be an arm Great mags Struggle ; h- 

: Uprisin ; Sle is approac 
be simultaneous, The Masses Oe rh as far as possible, 
7 Now that ¢ ey are 


on an armed, bloody and desperate eile an 
ering a death must become widespread among them 
en t fo re victory. The onslaught on the enemy must 
a wi ae the greatest vigour; attack, not defence, must 
a p essed W! of the masses; the ruthless extermination of the 
be the slot their task; the organisation of the struggle will 
enemy W obil e and flexible; the wavering elements among the 
become ml be drawn into active pasucipation, And in this 
ops W’ s struggle, the party of the class-conscious pro- 
money must discharge its duty to the full 
le 
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The Attitude of the Bourgeois fartice 
and of the Workers’ Party 
to the Duma Elections 


The papers are full of news about the ee oe as 
elections.” Almost every day, We ore ee out of thet? 
new government “interpretation striking ou pron 
list one more category of unreliable citizens, or ¢ new 
persecutions, prohibitions of meetings, suppression o Tews- 

apers and ihe arrest of suspected electors or candidates, 
ihe Black Hundreds'’ have raised their heads, whooping 
and hooting more insolently than ever. 

The parties that are objectionable to the government are 
also preparing for the elections. These parties are confident, 
and justly confident, that the mass of the voters will have 
their say, will take advantage of the elections to 


true convictions in spite of all the tricks, 
restrictions, great an 


small, that are direct 
voters. This confidence is based on the fact that the most 
ferocious persecutions, t i i i i 


Is, let us Say, tens of 
ughout Russia. But this will not alter 
attitude of th 
government. Ten or tw 


His ’ ier can be struck 

= “rg, Say, but this will onl cause the 
150,000 voters in the c raw into theae shells, as it 
ime, They will i 


, of course, be in favo 


he electoral 


oes change, it 
remnants of elec 


1 overnment. Therefore, 
law is radically ae 


toral | amended, unless all 
er at ee ‘any aly trampled upon (and 
arrests of electors: one ee upon 

Stolypin!)—there is s 


AY expect means of systematic 
i co the ¥ m 
till no doubt ee the A worst fro 


a d of the masses 


de the elections, and the decision wil 

our of the government and its Black Hundreds, 

in fast all non-supporters of the government are placin 

An hopes in the masses of the voters. But if you examine 

thei! ily what this hope in the masses really amounts to 

aa ie attitude of the various parties : 
w 


} is towards the 
secs you will observe a vast difference between the 
| rgeois parties and the party of the proletariat. 


The Cadets 18 are at the head of the liberal-bourgeois Parties, 
During the elections to the First Duma they shamefully 
betrayed the ‘struggle, they refused to take part in the 
boycott; they themselves went tamely to the elections and 
drew the raw masses after them. Now they are placing their 
hopes on the inertness of these masses, and on the restric- 
tions which have been imposed on agitation and on the Left 
parties in the conduct of their election campaign. The 
Cadet’s hope in the masses is hope in the immaturity and 
servitude of the masses. He argues as follows: the masses will 
not understand our programme and tactics, they will not go 
beyond a peaceful and legal, the most peaceful and timid 
protest—not because they do not wish to, but because they 
will not be allowed to. They will vote for us, for the Lefts 
have no newspapers, no meetings, no leaflets, no 
security against arbitrary arrest and persecution. So thinks 
the Cadet. And he proudly raises his eyes to heaven and 
says: I thank thee Lord that I am not as one of those 
“extremists”! I am not a revolutionary; I shall be able to 
adjust myself most obediently and abjectly to any measures; 
I shall even get my election forms* from the Peaceful 
Renovators.!9 

Hence, the whole of the Cadets’ election campaign is 
directed to frightening the masses with the Black-Hundred 
anger and the danger from the extreme Left parties, to 
adapting themselves to the philistinism, cowardice and flabbi- 
hess of the petty bourgeois and to persuading him that the 
Cadets are the safest, the most modest, the most moderate 
and the most well-behaved of people. Every day the Cadet 
ve gs ask their readers: Are you afraid, philistine? Rely on 
us! We are not going to frighten you, we are opposed to 
nce, we are obedient to the government; rely on us, ik 
We shall do everything for you “as far as possible”! An 
behind the backs of the frightened philistines the Cadets 


a 


will deci | certainly not be 


viol 


* See Collected Works, Vol. 11. p. 385.— Ed. 


resort to every trick to assure the government of their 
loyalty, to assure the Lefts of their love of liberty, to assure 
the Peaceful Renovators of their affinity with their Party ang 
their election forms. rae: 

No enlightenment of the masses, no agitation to rouse the 
Mass€s, no exposition of consistent democratic slogans —onjy 
a haggling for seats behind the backs of the frightened 
Philistines—such is the election campaign of all the Parties 
of the liberal bourgeoisie, from the non-party people (of 
Tovarishch) to the Party of Democratic Reforms. 

The attitude of the workers’ party towards the masses is 
exactly the reverse. The important thing for us IS NOt to get 
seats in the Duma by means of compromises; on the 
contrary, those seats are important only because and insofar 
as they can serve to develop the political consciousness of the 
masses, to raise them to a higher political level, to organise 
them, not for the sake of philistine happiness, not for the 
sake of “tranquillity”, “order” and i ever [bourgeois] 
bliss”, but for the ‘struggle, the struggle for the complete 
emancipation of labour from all erates and all oppres- 
sion. Only for this purpose, and on y to the extent that the 
help us to achieve it, are seats in the Duma and the whole 
election campaign important for us. The workers’ party 
pies all its hopes on the masses; on the masses who are not 
rightened, not passively submissive and who do not humbly 
bear the yoke, but who are politically conscious, demanding 
and militant. The workers’ arty must treat with contempt 
‘the usual liberal method of fri htening the philistine with 
the bogey of the Black-Hundred danger. The whole task of 
the Social-Democrats is to make the masses conscious of 
the real danger, of the actual aims in the struggle of these 


€ workers’ party therefore warns the masses against the | 
clandestine election tricks of the Cadet bourgeoisie, against its 
Hohte ne, cry: Entrust to us, lawyers, professors and en- | 
dence andlords, the task of combating the Black-Hundred 


€ workers’ party tells the masses: trust only your 


surrender pacuaness and your socialist organisation. To 
: es : : 
the liberal bourgeoisie ; truggle and the right to lead it to 


1s tantamount to selli e 0 
of fashionable sigSMeMt Phrases, for gee ens ene cause | 
ne’ Gaudy Signboards. No Black-Hundred i 
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er in the Duma can be as harmful ag ¢J 
dang » minds of the masses who are blin 
te jiberal bourgeoisie, Its slogans, its candi 
in 


olicy: s h h ’ P 
the masses to whom the worke : 
PAmOnE te gest numerically are the to 4 appeal- 
inf ons of the petty alg | seek They are more determined 
the Cadets, more honest and a thousand time 

ele of Eiger on in dap ee they are too often led Aig 
Cadet windbags. sa ig they are wavering between the 
militant proletariat and the compromising bourgeoisie, 

The advocates of blocs with the Cadets are not only doin 
harm to the proletariat and to the whole cause of liber. 
_ They are prejudicing the development of political con- 
sciousness among the urban and_ rural poor. They 
are not performing their immediate duty, which is to free 
these people from the influence of the liberal bour- 
eoisie. Look at the Trudoviks, the “Popular Socialists” 
and the Socialist-Revolutionaries.”” They, too, are wavering, 
and are also mainly occupied with plans for deals with the 
Cadets. The leaders of the Trudoviks, having failed to form 
a party of their own, are multiplying their Duma mistakes 
telat, by appealing to the masses to vote for the Cadets 
(Anikin—through newspaper reporters, Zhilkin—in_ To- 
varishch, etc.). This is downright treachery to the cause of the 
easants’ struggle, downright betrayal of the peasants to the 
iberal landlords, who would rob the peasants b means of a 
“fair” compensation as thoroughly as their forefathers did in 
1861.2! And as for the “Popular Socialists”, even the Cadets 
are laughing at them and calling them “second reserve 
Cadets” (Milyukov in Rech). Their leaders (Annensky and 
others) also appeal for blocs with the Cadets. Their tiny 
party (which according to Tovarishch, a paper which Js 
avourably disposed to them, is weaker even than the ee 
of peaceful plunder,” and which has only about ee 
members throughout Russia!) is a mere appendage 0 : 
Cadets. The position of the Socialist-Revolutionaries 1s hee 
ambiguous: both in the October period and in the ar re 
the First Duma they concealed the fact that they Noaaue 
with the Popular Socialists; the continued to > oday 
with them and jointly published the same newspape Sian, 
they are not conducting any open and eh attacking the 
are not sufficiently broadly, openly and sl ae masses wit 
“second reserve Cadets”, are not supplying re not making 
adequate data for criticising that party, ané @ 


1€ Corruption 
dly followin 
dates and its 


10 


and a ire in Principle of the whole election campaign 
it ae he oral agreements in general. 


Sreat historical duty of the workers’ Barty $9 Bel 
to create an Mdebendent olitical arty of the working class, 
OS€ who ad E 


: vocate blocs with the Cadets hinder the 
filment of this duty. i 
Nother great duty that confronts the workers’ party is to 
free the 


Masses of the ruined, poverty-stricken and doomed 
urban petty bourgeoisie and peasantry from the influence of 
the ideas and prejudices of the liberal bourgeoisie. The 
fulfilment of this duty is also being hindered by those who 
advocate blocs with the Cadets. They are not divorcing 
the peasants from the liberals, but are strengthening this 
unnatural alliance, which is fatal to the cause of liberty and 
to the cause of the proletariat. They are not warning the 
peasant masses against the liberals’ backstairs politics (or 
rather, political intrigue for the distribution of seats in the 


Duma), but are sanctioning this intrigue by taking part in it. 
Down with all blocs! T 


he workers’ 
election campaign inde 
in deeds. It must 


ful 


Titicism based on 


ag 
I for freedom and not in the sham 
liberalism of the Cadet betrayers of freedom. 

Ternii Truda No. 2, 
December 31, 1906 vol we ore 


From Draft Resolutions for the Fifth 
Congress of the R.S.D.L.P. 


4, The Intensification of Mass Destitution 
and of the Economic Struggle 


Whereas: ; ; - 
1, a number of facts peer to the extreme intensification 
¢€ 


of destitution among the proletariat and also of its economic 
struggle (the lock-out in Poland, the movement among the 
Screen of St. Petersburg and Ivanovo-Voznesensk against 
the high cost of living, the extensive strike movement in the 
Moscow industrial area, the urgent calls of the trade union 
organisations to prepare for an intense struggle, etc.); 

_ all signs go to show that these various manifestations of 
the economic struggle are accumulating to such an extent 
that there is every reason to expect mass economic action all 
over the country, involving far larger sections of the pro- 
letariat than before; 

5. the whole history of the Russian revolution shows that 
all the powerful upsurges of the revolutionary movement 
began only on the basis of such mass economic movements; 

is conference declares: ; 

1. that all Party organisations must pay most serious 
attention to these circumstances, collect fuller informa- 

n about them, and that this question should be put on the 
agenda of the Fifth Party Congress; 

2. that the greatest possible number of Party members 
ae be concentrated on economic agitation among the 

se5; 

8, that this economic movement must be regarded as the 
Main source and foundation of the entire revolutionary crisis 
that ig developing in Russia. 
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5. Non-p ‘ 
and the Aneech Yorkers 


Organi 
Anarcho.Syndicali rganisations 


st Trend Among the Proletariat 


Whereas: 
toner pe with Comrade Axelrod’s agitation for a 
Sh re y labour congress, a trend (represented bh Larin 
cheglo, El, Ivanovsky, Mirov, and the Odessa publica’ 4 
svobozhdeniye Truda) ‘has appeared in the ranks of rn 
RS.D.LP., the aim of which is to destroy the Social 
Democratic Labour Party and to set u in its place 
ae political organisation of the pro etariat 3. . 


. besides this, outside of and actually against the Party 
anarcho-syndicalist a 


gitation is being carried on among the 
proletariat, using this same slogan of a non-party labour 
congress and non-party organisations (Soyuznoye Dyelo and its 
group in Moscow, the anarchist press in Odessa, etc,): 

3. notwithstanding the resolution assed by the November 
All-Russia Conference of the RS.DIEP_a series of disruptive 
actions has been observed in our Party, with the object of 
setting up non-party organisations; 


4. on the other hand, the R.S.D_L.P. has never renounced 
its intention of utilising certain non-party organisations, such 
as the Soviets of Workers’ Deputies, in periods of more or 
less _ intense revolutionary upheaval, to extend 
Social-Democratic influence among the working class and to 
strengthen the Social-Democratic Tihaur movement (see the 


September resolutions of the St. Pe 


tersburg Committee and 
the Moscow Committee on the labour congress, in Proletary 
Nos. 3 and 4); 


5. the incipient revival c 


reates the opportunity to organise 
or utilise non-part 


representative working-class institutions, 
such as Soviets of Workers’ Deputies, Soviets of bid tan 
Delegates, etc., for the purpose of developing the mos 
Democratic movement; at the same time the ioe? 
Democratic Party organisations must bear in mind that } 
Social-Democratic activities among the proletarian masses are 


properly, effectively and widely organised, such institutions 
may actually become superfluous; 
This conference declares: 


: ‘ ‘ be 
1. that a most determined ideological struggle must the 
waged against the anarcho-syndicalist movement among 


‘ : : ‘ : in the 
roletariat and against Axelrod’s and Larin’s ideas in ¢ 
Racial. Democrats Party; 


. ‘ inst 
2. that a most determined struggle must be waged aga 
all disruptive and demagogic attempts to weaken 
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gp.LF. fem within or to utilise it for the 
substitnting noe cnatic olitical, proletarian organises of 
the Social- emocratic arty; sations for 

3, that Social-Democratic Party organisations i 
of necessity, participate in inter-party Soviets eae In case 
Delegates, Soviets of Workers’ Deputies, and in con Srkeey 
representatives of these organisations, 
such institutions, peri this is done on strict Part i 
for the purpose 0 developing and strengthening the y ines 
Democratic ag ng) Party; ocial- 

4. that for the purpose of extending a , 
the influence of the Social Demacest: me ee 
broad masses of the proletariat, it is essential, on he ea 
hand, to increase efforts to organise trade unions and 
conduct Social-Democratic propaganda and agitation within 
them, and, on the other hand, to draw still larger sections of 
the working class into the activities of all types of Party 
organisations. 


gresses of 
and may organise 


Written on February 15-18 Collected Works, 
(February 28-March 3), 1907 Vol. 12, pp. 142-44 


Published in Proleta 
No. 14, March 4, 1907 
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| Freceding 
The Assessment of the Present Situation mu 
(t ie . 
The penta of the forthcoming All-Russia Conference of proletaria 
the R.S.D.L.P. includes the question: “The present situation compleret 
and the tasks of the Party”. The organisations of our Part | ears ab 
have already begun (Moscow and St. Petersburg ahead of al] lacs an 
other centres in this respect) systematically to discuss this known as 
question, which is undoubtedly of extreme importance. spokesman 
The present period of lull in the movement for liberation, large — the 
of rampant reaction, of betrayals and despondency in the lectuals’ “ 
camp of the democrats, of crisis and partial break-down in | tegral, and 
the Social-Democratic organisations, makes it particularly versities, al 
vital to take into account irst of all the main lessons of the in the rey 
first campaign of our revolution.: We have in mind not Urgeoisic 
| tactical lessons in the narrow sense of the word, but in the 4 counter-r¢ 
first place the general lessons of the revolution. And, in of the g 
i keeping with this, our first question will be, what are the ounter-re 
objective changes which have taken place in the grouping of nce and. 
& classes and the political balance of ince in Russia between fact beca 
’ « 1904 and 1908”? The main changes can be reduced, in our because Mas 
mei, © view, to the following five: (1) There has been a fundamen- it ang 4 OU 
"tal shift in the agrarian policy of the autocracy on the tion lou 
Peasant question; support and reinforcement o the old fo sve 
village commune have been superseded by a policy of Ble, in, of = 
) eee ok patice destruction an plundering of that com- ers, titi 
' mune.” (2) The representative arrangements of the Black- Uprisine. bu 
Hundred nobility and bi bourgeoisie have made a tremen- Onset | 
dous step forward: instead of the former local elected commit- the tree 
\ tees of the nobles and merchants, instead of sporadic Shay “Rey 
, attempts at representin them on an all-Russian scale, there dey, a 
fh % is a single representative body, the State Duma, in whic mene Pte, 
| i‘ these classes are Suaranteed complete preponderance. Rep" "ata the 


re 


‘on of the liberal professions—to say nothing of the 
resentatl and the proletariat—is reduced to the role of an 
peasantry | and a makeweight in this so-called “constitution- 
PP ution, the purpose of which is to strengthen the 
5 ees (3) For the first time the classes have achieved a 
ae cleavage and taken shape in open political struggle 
defini this period: the political parties which now exist 
danse and secretly (half-secretly, to be more exact, for there 
age nich “secret” parties in Russia since the 
Ste n), express with previously unheard-of exactness the 
revaith and saad ee of classes which during the three 
ae have matured a hundred times more than during the 
Freceding half-century. The Black-Hundred nobility, the 
national-“liberal” bourgeoisie, the petty-bourgeois democrats 
(the Trudoviks with their small Left wing of S.R.s) and 
proletarian Social-Democracy have all during this period 
completed the “foetal” stage of their development, and for 
years ahead have defined their nature, not in words but by 
facts and mass actions. (4) What before the revolution was 
known as liberal and _ liberal-Narodnik “society”, or the 
spokesman and “enlightened” part of the “nation” at 
large—the broad mass of well-to-do, noblemen’s and intel- 
lectuals’ “opposition”, which seemed to be something in- 
tegral, and homogeneous, permeating the Zemstvos, the uni- 
versities, all the sdecent™ press, etc., etc.— has displayed itself 
in the revolution as the ideologues and supporters of the 
bourgeoisie, and has taken up what all can recognise now as 
a counter-revolutionary position in respect of the mass al cae 
of the socialist proletariat and the democratic peasantry. The 
counter-revolutionary liberal bourgeoisie has come into exis- 
tence and is growing —and this fact does not cease to be a 
fact because it is denied by the “progressive” legal press, or 
because our opportunists, the Mensheviks, keep silent about 
tt and do not understand it. (5) Millions among the popula- 
tion have gained practical experience, in the most varied 
orms, of a genuinely mass an directly revolutionary strug- 
gle, including a “general strike”, the expulsion of landown- 
ers, the burning of their country-houses, and open armed 
uprising. He who was already a revolutionary or a class- 
troscious worker before the revolution cannot fully realise 
the tremendous significance of this fact, which has radically 
qeenged a number of previous conceptions of the course of 

oe pment of a political crisis, the tempo of this develop- 
Ment, the dialectics of history created in practice by the 
Masses. The assessment of this experience by the masses 1s an 
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invisi : 

impore ny, Painful and slow process, playing a far mor 
country’s ae than many an event on the surface of the 
Ontky pohttical life which _ fascinate infants who are not 
alae an infantile age in politics but sometimes a food deal 
er. The leading role of the proletarian masses all throy h 
the revolution and in all the fields of struggle, ro 
€monstrations, through insurrection, to (in chronologicaj 
order) “parliamentary” activity, has become apparent for aj 

to see during this period, if we look over it as a whole, 
Such are ihe objective changes which have created a gulf 
between pre-October® and present-day Russia. Such are the 
results of three years of the most eventful period of oy; 
history, results given, of course, in a summarised form, 9 
to speak, insofar as one is able in a few words to outline 
what is most important and essential. Now let us examine 
the conclusions in the sphere of tactics which these results 
dictate. 
The change in the agrarian policy of the autocracy is of 
exceptionally great importance for a “peasant” country like 
Russia. This change is not an accident, it is not the 
fluctuations in ministerial lines of action, not an invention of 
the bureaucracy. No, it is a profound “shift” towards 
agrarian Bonapartism, towards a liberal (economically under- 
stood, i.e., bourgeois) policy in the sphere of peasant land 
relations. Bonapartism is the manoeuvring on the part of a 
monarchy which has lost its old patriarchal or feudal, simple 
and solid, foundation—a monarchy which is obliged to walk 
the tightrope in order not to fall, make advances in order to 
overn, prbe in order to gain affections, fraternise with the 
regs of society, with plain thieves and swindlers, in order 
not to rely only on bayonets. Bonapartism is the objectively 
necessary evolution of the monarchy in any _bourgeols 
country, traced by Marx and Engels thet a number of 
facts in the modern history of Europe. And the agrarian 
» Bonapartism of Stolypin, on this point quite conscious! and 
steadfastl supported both by the Black-Hundred landlords 
and the Octobrist?’ bourgeoisie, could not even have seen the 
light, much less have lasted two years now, if the village 
commune itself in Russia were not developing in a capitalist 
direction, if within the commune elements were not steadily 
shaping which the autocracy could begin its flirtation with, ' 
which it could say: “Enrich yourselves!”, “Plunder ¢ f 
Eelopice but support me!” Therefore, any assessment ie 
BAnepastit ecind policy that did not reckon with - 

ods of the latter, on the one hand, an 
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jp (that is, liberal) essence on 
Jecie ily erroneous, | the other WOuld he 
(cor example, our liberals express their dimly ces 
nderstanding that Stolypin's agrarian policy iy B ¥ realised 
uneiheir attacks on ils police character, on eePartlem 
prerference of officials in peasant affairs, etc., etc B idiotic 
Cadets lament the violent break-up ’ ¢. Dut when 
the Gac preenane v P of the “age-old” 
dations of our country life, they bec my daa 
foun ; ; hey become reactiona 
moaners. Without a violent, revolutionary break-up of | 
foundations of the old Russian countryside there na irae 
development of Russia, The Struggle is going on—thou 'h 
very many indeed of its ame do not realise it—~onh 
about whether it will be the vio ence of a landlords’ wena. 
chy against the peasants, or of a peasant republic against the 
landlords. In both cases a bourgeois, and no other kind of 
agrarian revolution in Russia is inevitable, but in the first case 
it will be a slow and agonising one, in the second a swift, 
broad and free-moving one. ‘The struggle of the workers’ 
party for this second road is expressed and recognised in 
our agrarian programme —not in the part where the sense- 
less idea of “municipalisation” is put forward, but in the part 
which speaks about confiscating all the landed estates. After the 
experience of three years it is only, perhaps, among the 
Mensheviks that people can be still found who do not see the 
link between the struggle for that confiscation and the 
struggle for a republic, Stolypin'’s agrarian policy, if main- 
tained for a very long time, if it reconstructed all landed 
relations in the countryside for good and all on purely 
bourgeois lines, might force us to give up the idea of any 
agrarian programme in bourgeois society (up to this day even 
the Mensheviks, and even the Cherevanins among the 
Mensheviks, have not reached the point of renouncing our 
agrarian programme). But Stolypin’s policy can by ne nee 
induce us to change our tactics today. Since the ceahaar omen 
of all landed estates” stands in the programme, only ae ad 
can fail to see the revolutionary tactics (in. the dec ‘low 
harrow sense of the word “revolutionary”) which fe ths 
from this. And it would be wrong to put the questioll 
way, that if Stolypin’s policy is suffering bankruptcy + nr 
yp policy a, The failure © 
means that a revival is near —and vice — ‘re of the policy 
Bonapartist methods does not imp! the failur ond, vice 
of the kulak plundering of the village Soe now and in the 
Versa, Stolypin's “success” in the countrysic® struggle within 
Next years to come will necessarily inflame ¢ “I by a long, & 
the poasantry rather than quench it, for only ; 
4 


pour 


ve 
ih long Toad, can the “ 


Consolidation of a goal”, ie., the final and complete 


achieved. Stolypin’ purely bourgeois peasant economy, be 
might lead ypin’s “success” in the years immediately ahead 
consciously a best to the emergence of a stratum of 
{ust such a tra ne Sth paca Octobrist peasants, but it is 
politically con nsformation of the well-to-do minority into 4 
give @ trem sca rs united force that would inevitably 
iSiscing endous impetus to the development of political 
nips sness and Bane of the democratic mass against such 
he ority. We Social-Democrats could wish for nothing 

tter than the transformation of the spontaneous, sporadic, 
blind struggle between the “sharks” and the “community” 
into a conscious and open struggle between Octobrists and 


Trudoviks. 
Let us go on to the question of the Duma Undoubtedly 
body is just another 


this Black-Hundred “constitutional” 
development of the absolute monarchy towards Bonapar- 
tism. All those features of Bonapartism which we noted 
above are revealed with perfect clarity in the present 
electoral law, in the faked majority of Black-Hundred 
representatives plus the Octobrists, in the sham imitation of 
Europe, in the rush for loans, the expenditure of which is 
allegedly controlled by “the pear of the nation”, 
and the complete ignoring of all the debates and decisions of 
the Duma by the autocracy in its practical policy. The 
contradiction between the Black-Hun red autocracy, which 
virtually reigns supreme, and the window -dressing of a 
bourgeois “constitution” is revealing itself more and more 
obviously, and bringing with it the elements of a new 
revolutionary crisis. The autocracy was to have been covered 
op dressed up, decked out with the help of the Duma; In 
effect, the Black-Hundred-Octobrist Duma with every day of 
its existence reveals, exposes, lays bare the true character © 
our state power, its real class foundations and its Bonapal- 
tism. One cannot but recall in this connection the remarkably 
profound observation of Engels (in his letter to Bernstein 0 
August 27, 1883) on the meaning of the transition from an 
absolute to a constitutional monarchy. While the liberals 9 
general and the Russian Cadets in particular see in such @ 
ey workings of their notorious “peaceful” ie 
ie Eh el estate Engels pointed out the historic ro i 
ies oe monarchy as a form of state which fac 
hourpenite ae ee between the feudalists and _ 
alee ae this struggle [betwe 
4d the bourresinie’l could not he fought oul 


sive conclusion under the old a 
gecisn . constitutional one Enetioa oe er 
> ce 


only in h 
i 1915-30)» so the struggle between 


Narchy b 
789-93 and 


bour C018] 
jetariat CAD only be fought out in a revutlic” f si pie. 
* Angels here 


ees the title of constitutional mo 
' e France of 1816, when the pee among others, to 
| , reactionar counter-revolutionary A en on Introuvable, 
| support of the White Terror against the r a Tan amuck in 
; no less violently than our Third aap arg ae 
, mean? Does Engels recognise the reaction a ie 
representatives of the landlords and capi alse pit alpcwiahes 
absolutism in its struggle with revoluti pitalists, who support 
constitutional institutions? No. It me ore Eee genes 
historical conditions when instituti phil Ba tg ei 
De ligne the sade Ge ee 
f t struggle for a real constitution, and 
og : eg in the development of new revolutionary 
: a . irst campaign of our revolution the majority 
e people still believed in the possibility of reconciling a 
pega constitution with the autocracy; and the Cadets built 
eir whole policy on systematically sustainin this_ belief 
among the people, while the Trudoviks followed the lead of 
the Cadets at least half-way in this respect. Now the 
autocracy by its Third Duma is showing the people in 
practice with what “constitution” it can “reconcile it- 
self’— and thereby brings nearer a wider and more resolute 


struggle against the autocracy. 

It follows from this, incidentally, that it would be quite 
wrong to replace our old slogan of “down with the, autocrs: 
cy” with the slogan “down with the Third Duma pe er 
what conditions could a slogan like “down with the Duna 


: faced with a 
: ume ¥ 
acquire meaning? Let us ass Tema in a perio ‘e 


liberal, reform-seeking, comprom yt § had developed to the 
the sharpest revolutionary crisis, which had Ce vt at such a 
uite possible that suct 


i i ‘vil war. It is q : 
point of direct eso wight own wi 


pecige  e sloga jati ith the tsar, te) 1 
i ns wit 
down with peaceable Batol “pence, let’s call for 4 direct 
the deceptive institution "sets chat we aT 
attack. Now let us ee o e ok Ue aD Aer a0 rpsolete 
i jona 
with an arch-reaculo ae 
e absen' 
electoral law, an : atnat case ne 110 ga : 
nt country: a tiogan fa strug 
c romising 
which does not cover 


el, : 
nm cht counter T 49 


aUutocracy b 
en ~ Sut exposes it, and which lays 

to Produc. : anes mM any beaheee no one anywhere ty ie, 
Source: Progressive reforms; no one imagines that the 
assembly of donne Teal power and strength lies in thi 
Tepose on i 9 cvards. All are agreed that tsarism does no, 
it, but makes use of it; that tsarism can Pursue its 
€nt policy, both if the calling of such a Duma bh, 
calling of a parliament was “postponeq» 


urkey j va “ 
Sib €y in 1878) and if it be replaced by a ir 


» (OF something similar. The slogan “down with th 
Duma ’ would mean concentrating the main attack on ap 
IMstitution which js neither independent nor decisive, anq 
which does not play the principal part. Such a slogan would 

wrong. We must keep the old slogan of “down with the 
autocracy” and “long live the Constituent Assembly”, be- 
Cause it is precisely the autocracy which continues to remain 
the real authority, the real support and bulwark of reaction, 
The fall of the autocracy inevitably means the removal (and 
the revolutionary removal at that) of the Third Duma as an 
institution of tsarism; but the fall of the Third Duma by 
itself would mean either a new adventure by that same 
autocracy or an attempt at reform—a deceptive and only 
apparent reform — undertaken by same autocracy.** 

© proceed. We have seen that the class nature of the 
political parties during the three years of the first revolution- 


present balance of political forces, of the tendencies to 
change in this balance, etc., it is essential to reckon with 
these concrete data of historical experience, and not with 
abstract “general arguments”. The entire history of the 
European States bears witness that precisely in the periods of 
direct revolutionary stru gle deep and lasting foundations of 
class groupings are laid: and divinicms into large political 
parties take place, which thereafter persist even in very lon 
periods of magnation. Some parties ma go underground, 
Bive no sign of life, disappear from the front of the political 
stage: but at the slightest revival the main politcal forces 
= paler will give mens of themselves again, perhaps in ar 
their activity, sq lon i ‘ebeede cee and oe htiok 

— , 8 as the objective tasks of the revolution: 
i Ip, yp Tepresentative assembly. — Ed. shank 
in | examine the other aspect of the question & 


Raboch, ¢ “letter” from an otzo ist?? comrade i? 
oem Znamye No. 5 (ere Collected Works Vol in one any Fa) 


ed defeat to this or that extent, are not 


suffer ld be the greatest short-sightedness, 


ich it wou 
will ‘ Hen’, ‘presume that because there are no Trudovik 
of exam in the local areas, and the Trudovik group in 
organisatt Duma is distinguished by its particular confusion 
e Thir tence, the masses of the democratic peasantry have 
and 1 > completely fallen apart, and play no essential role 
een of the rise of a new revolutionary crisis. Such 
r worthy only of the Mensheviks, who more and 
are falling into the most humdrum parliamentary 
pies nee (take, for example, their truly disgraceful ren- 
on attacks against the illegal Party organisation). Marx- 
_ should know that the conditions of representation, not 
ont in our Black-Hundred Duma but even in the most ideal 
bourgeois parliament, will — create an artificial disparity 
between he real strength of the various classes and its 
reflection in the representative institution. For example, the 
liberal-bourgeois intelligentsia always and everywhere seems 
in parliaments to be a hundred times stronger than it is in 
vedlty (in our revolution, too, opportunist Socia!-Democrats 
took the Cadets for what they seemed to be), and on the 
contrary very broad democratic strata of the petty 
bourgeoisie (in the towns during the bourgeois revolutions of 
1848, in the countryside in Russia) often prove to be an 
extremely snipers factor in the open struggle of the 
masses, while being quite insignificant from the point of view 
of their representation in parliaments. 

Our peasantry entered upon the revolution immeasurably 
less po tically conscious than the liberal bour eois on the 
one hand and the socialist proletariat on the other. For this 
ate it drew from the revolution more painful but valuable 
Other cents, more bitter but salutary lessons, than “vd 
particular ¢ en naturally, It is digesting these lessons wit 
many “y os oe and particularly slowly. Quite naturally 

atunes acicals” from among the intelligentsia will lose. 

Sr and 8ive it all up as a bad job—and so will some 
grimace pci philistines, on whose faces a contemptuous 
ant donne whenever someone talks about some peas- 
sight of de be ra but whose mouths water at the mere 
Proletariat it en ightened liberals. But the class-conscious 
and what i - not so easily strike out of its memory what it saw 

1905, 4 ; ook part in during the autumn and winter of 

aking into account the balance of forces in our 

» We must know that the certain sign of a genuine- 
€ad rise in the social tide, of a genuinely approach- 


revolution 
Y widespr 


4* 
a1 


in i 
toda Olutionary Crisis 
> 4 Movement amo 


¢c 
the ea bourgeoisie in our country has entered upon 
can eny than tet revolution. Only the brave Cherevaning 
Sotsial-Demok 1s— the and the cowardly editors of Golo, 
Gen okrata,“ who deny their own comrade-in-idea anq 
ag But if this counter-revolutionary nature of the 
Ourgeois liberals were to lead anyone to infer that their 
SS and discontent, their conflicts with the Black. 
lundred landlords, or any rivalry and struggle of the 
different sections of the bourgeoisie among themselves, can 
be of no importance in the process of a new upsurge, this 
would be a tremendous mistake, and real Menshevism inside 
out. The experience of the Russian revolution, like the 
experience of other countries, proves beyond doubt that where 
the objective conditions of a profound political crisis exist, the 
tiniest conflicts seemingly remote from the real breeding 
round of revolution, can be of the most serious importance as 
the reason, as the last straw, as a turning-point in public 
feeling, etc. Let us recall that the Zemstvo campaign and the 
liberals’ petitions of 1904 were the forerunner of such an 
original and purely proletarian “petition” as that of January 
the Ninth.*° When the Bolsheviks were arguing about the 
Zemstvo campaign, it was not against its use for proletarian 
demonstrations, but against our Mensheviks wanting to 
confine these demonstrations to the Zemstvo assembly halls, 
against the demonstrations before the Zemstvo people being 
declared the highest form of demonstration, and against plans 
for the demonstrations being drawn up with a view to 
preventing the liberals from being frightened off. Another 
example is the student movements. In a country which is going 
through an era of bourgeois-democratic revolution involving a 
progressive accumulation of inflammable material, these 
.Movements may easily spark off events infinitely more 
. far-reachin than a petty and local conflict over the manage- 
ment of affairs in a single branch of the state administration. 
ee ae Social-Democrats, who carry on the indepen- 
thee el a vada the proletariat, will never adapt themselves 
to the saa ent rigs or to new Zemstvo congresses, a 
felien out oe sections of the bourgeoisie which have 
dent impo eel : ns ag deh a will never ascribe indepen 
precisely the Social D, : wend san Pap ee ss, Be i 
class leading the eo Party which is the party of t is 
unquestionatl he ole struggle for emancipation; it } 
y bound to make use of each and every conflict, 


will inevitably be in the Russia of 
ng the peasantry. 


“ 


to 


it, to extend its importance, to link with it its 
inflame 
own agitat 


‘on for revolutionary slogans, to bring the news of 
flicts to the broad masses, to induce them to 

ese. con aren and open action with their own demands, 
take inter after 1793, a counter-revolutionary liberal bour- 
etc. In ci into being and steadily grew; nevertheless 
oe flicts and the struggle between its different sections 
the con”, for another hundred years to serve in one wa 
Ther as grounds for new revolutions in which the prole- 
or am invariably played the part of the principal motive 
ser and which it carried through to the point o winning a 
see now consider the conditions for an offensive by this 
leading and advanced class in our bourgeois-democratic 
revolution, the proletariat. When the Moscow comrades were 
discussing this question, they quite rightly underlined the 
root importance of the industrial crisis. They collected 
extremely interesting material about this crisis, took into 


account the significance of the struggle between Moscow and 
Lodz, and amended in several respects certain conceptions 
which had hitherto 


prevailed. It remains only to be wished 
that this material should not wither away in the subcommit- 
tees of the Moscow Committee or the Moscow Area Commit- 
tee, but should be-worked over and published in the press 
for the whole Party to discuss. For our part we shall confine 
ourselves to a few remarks on the presentation of the 
beac The direction in which the crisis is movin is, by 
€ way, a moot question (it is generally admitted that a very 
severe depression, bordering on a crisis, once more reigns in 
our industry after a very brief and slight boom). Some say 
that offensive economic struggles by the workers are as 
mmpossible as before, and conse aeenily a revolutionary up- 
swing is impossible in the near future. Others say that the 
Mpossibility of economic stru gle impels a turn to a political 
Struggle, and therefore a revolutionary upswing is inevitable 
im the near future. 


We think that both arguments have at their foundation the 
same error, which consists in simplifying a complex issue. 
Undoubtedly the detailed study of the industrial crisis is of 

| lf Sreatest importance. But it is also beyond doubt that no 
data about the crisis, even if they were ideally accurate, can 
im reality decide the question of whether a rise of the 
revolutionary tide is at hand or not: because such a Tise 
€pends ona thousand additional factors which it is im possi- 

© to measure beforehand. It is indubitable that without the 


ps 


general groundwork of an agrarian crisis in the country, atid 
€pression in industry, profound political crises are impogg. 
ble. But if the genera groundwork exists, that does i 
permit us to conclude whether the depression will for a tim 
retard the mass struggle of the workers in general, 4 
whether at a certain stage of events the same depression will 
not push new masses and fresh forces into the Politica] 
struggle. To answer such a question there is only one way: tg 
keep a careful finger on the pulse of the country’s whole 
political life, and especially the state of the movement and of 
the mood of the mass of the proletariat. Recently, for 
example, a number of reports from Party workers jn 


different parts of Russia, in both industrial and agriculturg| 


areas, point to an undoubted revival of interest, an influx of 


fresh forces, a growing interest in agitation, etc. Comparin 
with this the beginning of mass unrest among the students, 
on the one hand, and the attempts to revive the Zemstyo 


congresses, on the other, we can record a certain turn in 
events, something that is breaking up the complete stagna- 
tion of the last eighteen months. How strong that turn is, 
whether it means the opening stage for a new epoch of open 
struggle, etc., facts will show. All that we can do now, and all 
that we must do in any case, is to intensify our efforts to 
strengthen the illegal Party organisation and multiply tenfold 
our agitation among the mass of the roletariat. Only 
agitation can reveal on a broad scale the real state of mind of 
the masses, only agitation can make for close co-operation 
between the Party and the whole working class, only makin 
use for the purposes of political agitation of every strike, o 
every important event or issue in working-class life, of all 
conflicts within the ruling classes or between one section of 
those classes or another and the autocracy, of every speech 
by a Social-Democrat in the Duma, of every new expression 
of the counter-revolutionary policy of the government, 
etc.— only work like this can once again close the ranks of 
the revolutionary proletariat, and provide accurate material 
for judging the speed with which conditions for new am 
more decisive battles are coming to a head. 

Pts Rate A survey of the results of the revolution and 
ha sah Sea tte show clearly that the objective tasks . 
Bonapartism es he serena parsositiens ihe a hie 
general pol beer autocracy’s agrarian policy and oe 
the Duma BAe he he Duna and through the nee tion 
between the Bl ye sharpens and widens the contradic a 

ack-Hundred autocracy and the supremacy 
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«wild landlord”, on the one hand, ang the 
¢ economic and _ social develo ment 


U Tequirem 
the , 7 ents 
ot ntrys on the other. The police and kulak ni : € whole 
cvasses in the countryside 1s making the struggle epeainse the 
m e and politically conscious, bringing — ere more 


te SO t 
aruggle against the autocracy closer to the as 
a 


vital problems of ude Dy Wage. The defence Of reyo 
democratic demands in the agrarian question ( 
all landed estates) is exceptionally binding ad 
Social-Democrats at such a moment. The Black-Hundr, d 

Octobrist Duma, which shows clearly in Practice with th : 
“constitution” the autocracy can “be reconciled” and which 
does not resolve a single question €ven within the narrowest 
limits of meeting the needs of the country’s economic 
development, is turning the struggle “for a constitution” into 
a revolutionary struggle against the autocracy. The local 
conflicts of individual sections of the bourgeoisie among 
themselves and with the government, in these conditions, 
bring just such a struggle nearer. The impoverishment of 
the countryside, depression in industry, a general feelin 

that there is no way out in the present political situation a 
that the notorious “peaceful constitutional” way is hopeless, 
all give rise more and more to new elements of a revolution- 
ary crisis. Our business now is not artificially to invent any 
new slogans (like that of “Down with the Duma” instead of 
“Down with the autocracy”), but to strengthen the illegal 
Party organisation (in spite of the reactionary outcry of the 
Mensheviks who are trying to bury it) and to develop wide 
revolutionary Social-Democratic agitation, which will bind ea] 
Party firmly together with the masses of the proletariat an 

Mobilise those masses. 
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On the Road 


year of ideological and political 
riftage lies behind us. The 
organisations has dropped. 

east 


_A year of disintegration, a 
disunity, a year of Party d 


membership of all our Party E 
Some of them—namely, those whose membership was 


proletarian—have fallen to pieces. The Party’s semi-legal 
institutions created by the revolution have been broken up 
time after time. Things reached a point when some elements 
within the Party, under the impact of the general gos 
began to ask whether it was necessary to preserve the old 
Social-Democratic Party, whether it was necessary to continue 
its work, whether it was necessary to go “underground” once 
more, and how this was to be done. And the extreme Right 
(the liquidationist trend, so called) answered this question in 
the sense that it was necessary to legalise ourselves at all 
costs, even at the price of an open renunciation of the Party 
rogramme, tactics and organisation. This was undoubtedly 
an ideological and political crisis as well as an organisational 
one. 
The recent All-Russia Conference of the Russian Social- 
Democratic Labour Party has led the Party out on to the 
road, and evidently marks a turning-point in the develop- 
ment of the Russian working-class movement after the 
victory of the counter-revolution. The decisions of the 
conference, published in a special Report issued by the 
Central Committee of our Party, have been confirmed by the 
Central Committee, and therefore, pending the next Con- 
ress, stand as the decisions of the whole Party. These 
ecisions give a very definite answer to the question of the 
causes and the significance of the criss as well a the mea 
‘ . By working in the spirit of the conference 
resolutions, by striving to make all alise 
clearly and f fi e all Party workers rea’ 
learly and fully the present tasks of nisa- 
tions will be able t sks of the Party, our orga 
© strengthen and consolidate their forces 
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and effective revolutionary Social-Democr 


for united atic 


aie main cause eae Party crisis is indicated in the 
reamble of the Tene nae On organisation, This main cause 
F the wavering intellectual and pelty-bour, coils elements, of 
which the workers’ party had to rid itself; elements who 
joined the working-class movement mainly in the hope of an 
ail triumph of the bourgeois-democratic revolution and 
ue not stand up to a period of reaction, Their instability 
was revealed both in theory (“retreat from revolutionary 
Marxism": the resolution on the present situation) and in 
tactics (the “whittling down of slogans”), as well as in Party 
organisation. The class-conscious workers bs os this insta- 
bility, came out resolutely against the liquidators, began to 
take the management and puasoce of the Party organisa- 
tions into their own hands, If this hard core of our Party was 
unable at the outset to overcome the elements of disunity 
and crisis, this was not only because the task was a great and 
difficult one amidst the triumph of the counter-revolution, 
but also because a certain indifference towards the Party 
showed itself among those workers who, although revolution- 
ary-minded, were not sufficiently socialist-minded, It is 
recisely to the class-conscious workers of Russia that the 
Sections of the conference are addressed in the first 
place—as the crystallised opinion of Social-Democracy con- 
se the means of combating disunity and vacillation. 
A Marxist analysis of present-day class relations and of the 
new policy of tsarism; an indication of the immediate aim of 
the struggle which our Party continues as before to set itself; 
an appreciation of the lessons of the revolution as regards 
the correctness of the revolutionary Social-Democrats’ tactics; 
elucidation of the causes of the Party crisis; pointing out the 
role in combating it of the proletarian elements of the Party; 
solution of the problem of relations between the illegal and 
legal organisations; recognition of the necessity of utilising 
the Duma tribune and drawing up precise instructions for 
the guidance of our Duma group, linked with direct criticism 
of its mistakes—such was the principal content of the 
decisions of the conference, which provide a complete 
answer to the question of the party of the working class 
choosing a definite path in the present difficult period, Let 
us examine this answer more carefully. Ls ? 
The interrelation of classes in their political groupings 
remains the same as that which prevailed during the ast 
period of direct revolutionary struggle of the masses. he 
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overwhelming majority of the peasants cannot but strive for 
4gtarian revolution which would destroy semi-feuda} 
landownershi » and which cannot be achieved without the 
Overthrow of tsarism. The triumph of reaction has borne 
down heavily on the democratic elements of the Peasan 
Which js incapable of forming a solid organisation; by, 
despite all Oppression, despite the Black-Hundred Duma 
despite the extreme instabi ity of the Trudoviks, the Tey. 
Olutionary mood of the peasant masses is clearl evidenced 
even by the debates in the Third Duma. The undamenta] 
poten of the proletariat in regard to the tasks of the 
urgeois-democratic revolution in Russia remains unal- 
tered: to ide the democratic peasantry and to wrest it 
from the influence of the liberal bourgeoisie, the Cadet 
Party—which continues to draw closer and closer to the 
Octobrists notwithstanding petty private squabbles, and 
which recently has been striving to establish national. 
liberalism and to support tsarism and reaction by chauvinist 
agitation. The struggle goes on as before — says the resolu- 
tion—for the complete abolition of the monarchy and the 
ie of political power by the proletariat and the 
revolutionary peasantry. 

The autocracy, as hitherto, is the principal enemy of the 
proletariat and of all democratic trends. It would be a 
mistake, however, to imagine that it remains unchanged. 
The Stolypin “constitution” and Stolypin’s agrarian policy 
mark a new stage in the break-down of the old, semi-pat- 
riarchal, semi-feudal tsarism, a new step towards its transfor- 
mation into a bourgeois monarchy. The delegates from the 
Caucasus, who wished either to delete such a characterisation 
of the present situation altogether, or to substitute song ted 
tic” for “bourgeois”, were wrong. The autocracy 


bourgeoisie. The eee been nursing the bourgeoisie 

" urgeoisie, by means of the ruble, 

has long n winning its par to “the top”, securing 
adm 


- But the peculiar feature of the 
tocracy has been forced to set 
y for certain strata of the 
Tgeoisie, to balance between them and the feudalist 


ce of these sections in the Duma; 
58 


forced to abandon all the ho es j 
as sige patriarchalism of the Muzhik, nd s me 
p ye ainst the rural masses among the rich p 
support eine tre sillage F vate 
ho are tocracy cloaks itself with | Pseudo-constitutional in- 
The au but at the same time its Class €ssence js bein 
stitutions, | never before, owing to the alliance Concluded 5 
exposed uchkovs, and with 
to take upon itself 
Ourgeois revolution 
etting-up of a Tep- 
would really Manage 
the Purging of the 
antiquated agrarian 
€se new steps taken 
and this on y shows 


it 
laced 


with the Purishkeviches and the G 
the tsar else. The autocracy is attem ting 
no aT iment of those tasks of the } 
the ng are objectively necessary—the s 
whic tative assembly of the people which 
oops athe of bourgeois society, and 
aaa side of medieval, entangled and 
pa ra But the practical results of th 
Se autocracy are, so far, exactly nil, 
by re clearly than ever that other forces 
nerssary foe the: talainack of the hi 
Macs of millions of people Inexperie 


i ncretely defining its task 
ge nye whechs determines the character an 
of representation itself. That is why the ps aye 
a special stage in the break-down of the ol rep t 

intensification of its adventurist character, in the dee Sipe 
of the old revolutionary aims, in the widening of the field o 


struggle (and of the numbers taking part in the struggle) for 
these aims. 


We must get over this : 
Tequire new forms of struggle. The use of the Duma tribune 


significance 
Duma marks 


Organise the agente the 
important. T € combination oe 
ries special problems before the Party. The popularisation 
and clarification of 

the liberals and li 
iscredit, are nece 
Purposes, But the 
able to take the n 
and means of st 
Ness of revolutio 
the Tesolutions 
€xperience of th 
the revolution y 


quidationist intellectuals are poe ae 
ssary both for theoretical and tpt 
tactical line of the Party — which es 
€w conditions into account in its a 
Tuggle — remains unchanged. init a 
nary Social-Democratic tactics, sta . igs 
of the conference, is oe le ie 
€ mass struggle in 1905-07. The eae 
esulting from this first campaign ’ 
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not that the tasks were wrong, not that the immed; 
were “utopian”, not that the methods and fries ay 
mistaken, but that the forces were insufficiently <"S we 
that the revolutionary crisis was insufficiently wide 


. . Ww e@ 
deepen it with most ely ed zeal! Let the liberal, ang 
terrified intellectuals lose heart after the first genuine}, 4 
battle for freedom, let them repeat like cowards: dont 
where you have been beaten before, don’t tread that 48° 
path again. The class-conscious proletariat will answer tha 
the great wars in history, the great problems of revolutio, 
were solved only by the advanced classes returning to "s 
attack again and again—and they achieved victory ahs, 
having learned the lessons of defeat. Defeated armies tae 
well. The revolutionary classes of Russia have been defeated 
in their first campaign, but the revolutionary situatio, 
remains. In new forms and by other ways, sometimes much 
more slowly than we would wish, the revolutionary crisis jg 
approaching, coming to a head again. We must carry on with 
the lengthy work of preparing larger masses for that crisis; 
this preparation must be more serious, taking account of 
higher and more concrete tasks; and the more successfully 
we do this work, the more certain will be our victory in the 
new struggle. The Russian proletariat can be proud of the 
fact that in 1905, under its leadership, a nation of slaves for 
the first time became a million-strong host, an army of the 
revolution, striking at tsarism. And now the same proletariat 
will know how to do persistently, staunchly aud patiently the 
work of educating and training the new cadres of a stil 
ae revolutionary force. : 

s we have said, utilisation of the Duma tribune is a 
essential element of this work of education and training. The 
conference resolution on the Duma group indicates to our 
Party that road which comes nearest—if we are to see 
instances in history—to the experience of German Social- 
Democracy at the time of the Anti-Socialist Law.°2 The ille al 
Party must know how to use, it must learn how to use, the 
legal Duma group; it must train up the latter into a Party 
organisation e ital $0 its tasks. The most mistaken tactics, the 
most regrettable deviation from consistent proletarian work: 
dictated by the conditions of the present period, would be (0 
raise the question of recalling the group from the Duma 
(there were two “otzovists” at the conference, but they did 
not raise the question openly), or to refrain from directly 
and openly criticising its mistakes and from enumerating 
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he resolution (as some delegates insisted at the 


nt i : 
the? ence The resolution fully recognises that the group 
con ermamitted mistakes for which it was not alone to blame, 


as “yhich were quite similar to the inevitable mistakes of all 
sur Party organisations. But there are other mistakes — de- 

artures from the political line of the Party. Since these 
departures occurred, since they were made by an organisa- 
tion openly acting in the name of the whole Party, the Party 
was bound to declare elect and definitely that these were 
deviations. In the history of West-European socialist parties 
there have been a number of instances of abnormal relations 
between the parliamentary groups and the Party; to this day 
these relations are quite often abnormal in the Latin coun- 
tries, where the groups do not display sufficient Party spirit. 
We must from the very outset organise Social-Democratic 
parliamentarism in Russia on a different basis; we must at 
once establish team-work in this field—so that every Social- 
Democratic deputy may really feel that he has the Party 
behind him, that the Party 1s eee concerned over his 
mistakes and tries to straighten out his path—so that every 
Party worker may take part in the general Duma work of the 
Party, learning from the practical Marxist criticism of its 
steps, feeling it his duty to assist it, and striving to gear the 
special work of the group to the whole propaganda and 
agitation activity of the Party. 

The conference was the first authoritative meeting of 
delegates from the biggest Party organisations to discuss the 
work of the Duma Social Deroctatic oup during the 
whole session. And the decision of the vonteranee shows very 
clearly how our Party will shape its Duma work, how very 
exacting it will be in this field both to itself and to the group, 
how undeviatingly and consistently it proposes to work on 
developing genuinely Social-Democratic arliamentarism. 

The question of our attitude to the uma group has a 
tactical and an organisational aspect. In the latter respect the 
resolution on the Duma group is only the application of our 
general principles of organisational policy to a particular 
- Case, principles laid down by the conference in the resolution 
8iving instructions on the question of organisation. The 
conference has recorded that two main tendencies exist in 
2 € Russian Social-Democratic Labour Party on this question: 

ne of them throws the weight of emphasis on the illegal 
Party organisation, the other — which is more or less akin to 
any tationism — throws the weight of emphasis on the legal 

nd semi-legal organisations. The point is that the present 


situation is characterised, as we have already pointed 5 
7 ‘ ut 

a certain number of Party workers leaving the Party — » by 
=A intellectuals, but also some _ proletarians, The P= 
quidationist trend raises the question as to whether jt is li. 
best, the most active elements that are abandoning the p. the 
and choosing the legal organisations as their field of activin’ 
or whether it is the ‘“vacillating intellectualist and pate: 
bourgeois elements” that are leaving the Party. Needless ¢, 
say, emphatically rejecting and condemning liquidation. 
ism, the conference replied that it was the latter element; 
The most proletarian elements of the Party, and thoge 
elements of the intelligentsia that were most consistent jin 

rinciple and most Social-Democratic, remained true to the 

ussian Social-Democratic Labour Party. The desertions 
from the Party mean its purification, they mean getting rid 
of its least stable element, of its unreliable friends, of its 
“fellow-travellers” (Mitldufer), who always acne the pro- 
letariat for a while and who were recruited from among the 
petty bourgeoisie or from among the “declassed”, ie., 
people thrown out of the orbit of some definite class. 

From this evaluation of the principle of Party organisation 
logically follows the line of organisational policy adopted by 
the conference. To cle pres the illegal Party organisation, 
to create Party cells in all spheres of work, to set up first of 
all “entirely Party committees consisting of workers, even if 
their number be small, in each industrial enterprise”, to 
concentrate the functions of leadership in the hands of 
leaders of the Social-Democratic movement from among the 
workers themselves—such is the task today. Needless to say, 
the task of these cells and committees must be to utilise all 
the semi-legal and, as far as possible, legal organisations, to 
maintain “close contact with the masses”, and to direct the 
work in such a way that Social-Democracy responds to all the 
needs of the masses. Every Party cell and workers’ committee 
must become a “base for agitation, propaganda and practical 
organising work among the masses”, i.e., they must go where 
the masses go, and try at every step to sins the conscious- 
# ness of the masses in the direction of socialism, to link up 
'F every specific question with the general tasks of the pro 
, Jetariat, to transform .every act of organisation into one of 
# dass consolidation, to wel by dint of energy and ideologi 
: influence (not by their ranks and titles, of course) the 
leading role in all the proletarian legal organisations. Even if 
these cells and committees be very small at times, they will 
be linked together by Party tradition and _ Party 


> and two or 
arty will thus 


a at ; an 
be organisation and to pursue their Party line mee 
er all 


| 8 itions, in all circumstances and in all kinds of sityar; 
influence their environment in the spirit of b pede 
Party, and not allow the environment to swallow th whole 
h mass organisations of one type or anothe em up, 
dissolved. though the legal trade unions may be tetas: 
stence, though every anes act of workers’ initia led 
under a regime of counter-revolution may be ruined bythe 
olice on one pretext or another—no power on earths me 
revent the concentration of masses of workers in a capitalist 
country, such as Russia has already become. One way or 
legally or semi-legally, openly or covertly, the work- 
ing class will find its own rallying ania the class-conscious 
Party Social-Democrats will everywhere and always march in 
front of the masses, everywhere and always act together in 
order to influence the masses in the spirit of the Party. And 
Social-Democracy, which has proved in open revolution that 
it is the party of the class, the party that succeeded in 
leading millions in strikes, in the uprising of 1905, as well as 
in the elections of 1906-07, will now also be able to remain 
ty of the masses, the vanguard, 


the party of the class, the par 
which in the hardest times will not lose touch with the bulk 


of the army, but will be able to help the latter overcome 
these hard times, consolidate its ranks once more, and train 
more and more new fighters. 

Let the Black-Hundred diehards rejoice and howl inside 
the Duma and outside it, in the capital and in the remote 
arate let the reaction rage—the ever so. Wise Mr. 


tolypin cannot take a single step without bringing the 
- S : fall, athout 


precariously balancing autocracy nearer its 

creating a new tangle of political impossibilities and absur- 
dities, without adding new and fresh forces to the ranks of 
the proletariat and to the ranks of the revolutionary ele- 
ments of the peasant masses. A patty which succeeds in 
consolidating itself for persistent work in contact with th 
Masses, a party of the advanced class, which succeeds in 
Organising its vanguard, and which directs its forces 1n a 
a way as to influence in a Social-Democratic spiit every sign 
of life of the proletariat—such a party will win no ma 
si what happens. ee 
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Once More on Partyism and Non-Partyism 


The question of Party and non-Party, necessary and 
“unnecessary”, candidatures is undoubtedly one of the most 
important—if not the most important—in the present 
Duma election. First of all and above all, the electors and the 
broad masses who are watching the election must realise why 
the election is necessary, what is the task that faces a Duma 
deputy, what the tactics of a St. Petersburg deputy in the 
Third Duma should be. But a really full and accurate idea of 
all this is possible only if the whole election campaign is of a 
Party character. 

For those who desire in the election to uphold the interests 
of the really broad and broadest masses the first and 
foremost task is to develop the political consciousness of the 
masses. The more this consciousness is developed, and in 
inseparable connection with its development, the more clear- 
ly defined is the grouping of the masses according to the 
real interests of the various classes of the population. All 
non-partyism, even under exceptionally favourable condi- 
tions, invariably indicates that clarity and maturity are 
lacking in the political consciousness of the candidate, the 
groups or parties supporting him and the mass of people 
who take part in his election. F 

In the case of all the parties devoid of proper organisation 
and a clear-cut and principled programme, 8 whose aim 10 
the election is to cater for the interests of particular sm 
groups of the propertied classes, the develo ment of the 
tp osc consciousness of the masses is always Gerust into thi 

ackground, while a clear class grouping of the masses 15 
ue always regarded as thdesiable and dangerous. 

or those who have no desire to come to the defence of the 
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.. parties clarity of political c ‘ 
pour me crit comes elon everything. “This, af and of 
clas nol exclude temporary joint actions b different ourse, 
certain, special ie nee it_does absolutely exchede all 
non-partyis™ and all weakening or obscuring of party 


cter- 

et for the very reason that we uphold the party princi- 
Je, in the interests of the broad masses, for the sake of 
Peeing them from any kind of bourgeois influence, for the 
sake of the fullest clarity of class alignments, we must exert 
to the maximum our strength and vigilance to see that the 
party principle is observed not in words merely, but in fact. 
party candidate Kuzmin-Karavayev, who has 

already been labelled an “unnecessary candidate”, lays down 
that, strictly s eaking, there are no party candidates at the 
elections in St. Petersburg. This opinion is so false that it is 
not worth ausing to refute it. It is impossible to doubt that 
Kutler and N. D. Sokolov are party candidates. Kuzmin- 
Karavayev is led astray partly by the fact that neither of the 
parties which have nominated them are existing quite openly 
as such. But if this makes it difficult to run the elections on a 
with the necessity of it. To 


party basis it does not do mer 
ive in to such difficulties, to fold one’s arms in face of them, 


is absolutely identical with acceding to Mr. Stolypin’s desire 
to hear confirmation of his “constitutionalism” from the lips 
of the “opposition” (the so-called opposition). 

For the masses who are taking part in the St. Petersburg 
election it is particularly important now to find out which 
parties have given up in face of these difficulties and which 
of them have preserved in their entirety both their programme 
and their slogans; which have tried to “adapt them- 
selves” to the reactionary regime by curtailing and restricting 
their Duma activity, their press and their organisation to the 
framework of this regime and which of them have adapted 
themselves to it by changing certain forms of activity, but not 
by any means by clipping their slogans in the Duma, or by 
strait-Jjacketing their press, organisation, etc. Such a com- 
prehensive inquiry, based on the history of the parties, based 
oy the facts of their activity inside and outside the Duma, 
oe be the main content of the election campaign. The 
Beta should, in this new and, for democrats, more difficult 
the ti iy re-acquaint themselves with the parties which claim 
aks itle of democratic. The masses should familiarise them- 
bo €s again and again with the features that distinguish the 

urgeois democrats from the democrats who have nomi- 
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priesthood or otherwise) can nullify this result. Propaganda 
already been carried oy 


pt ani aie on Party lines, has ; 
ywhere and has set the tone for the entire election 
campaign of the Social-Democrats. 

TI e bourgeois parties in a hasty, slapdash manner are 
writing “platforms for the elections”, for promises, for 
hoodwinkin the voters. The liquidators, too, who are 
trailing behind the liberals, are now devising a legal “plat. 
form for the elections”. The liquidators are making a fuss 
about platforms in the legal, censored press as they prepare 
to cover up their utter confusion, disorganisation, and lack 
of ideological principle, with a respectable, law-abiding “plat. 
form for the elections”. ; ; , 

Not a platform “for the elections”, but elections to 
implement the revolutionary Social-Democratic platform! —that 
is how the Party of the working class sees it. We have already 
used the elections to this end, an hem to the hilt. 


d will use thet 

We will use even the most reactionary tsarist Duma to 
latform, tactics and eee 3 

e are only 


advocate the revolutionary p 

of the Russian S.D. Labour Party. Truly valuab ; 
those platforms that complete the long work of revolutionary 
agitation, which has already given full answers to all the 
ions of the movement, and not those platforms (par- 


uesti 

ticularly the legal ones!) that are composed in all haste as a 

stop-gap and as a noisy advertisement, as in the case of the 
liquidators. _ 

Six months have passed since the Party re-established 

i dible difficulties, suffering from 


itself. Overcoming incre 
fierce persecution and experiencing breaks in the work of 
local centre or of the common centre—the 


this or that 
Central Committee — the Party is definitely going forward, 
extending its work and its influence among the masses. This 
extension of the work is taking place in a new form: in 
addition to the illegal nuclei, which are secret and narrow; 
and better disguised than before, there is broader legal 
Marxist propaganda. It is just this distinctive character of the 
new preparations for revolution in the new conditions that 
ge ne been noted and acknowledged by the Party. 
dé ss - th now give a full answer to the noisy utterances 
satan ea who threaten us with “duplicate canal 
oe halle. sed threats that scare no one! The liquidators are 
ns en <4 and impotent that no amount of help can 
upline gan didtcree te so much as think of putting UP 
te Ges i ee ee 
sly insignificant number of votes. They know 
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i; and will not try the experiment. They are making a 
a merely to divert attention and conceal the truth. 
age said “no amount of hel ”. The liquidators are count- 
on help from abroad. Their friends— particularly the 
Letts, the Bund, and Trotsky — have announced the convo- 
cation of ten “centres, organisations and factions”! Don’t 
jaugh! The world abroad is rich, great and bountiful. As 
ane “ten centres”!! The methods used in this case are 
the same as with the government in the Fourth Duma: 

reparations for setting up a representative body, and the 
conversion of a number of ciphers into the semblance of 
“big numbers”. First of all, Trotsky (in Russia he is a cipher, 
he is only a contributor to Zhivoye Dyelo, and his agents are 
only defenders of the liquidators’ “initiating groups”’”’). 
Secondly, Golos Sotsial-Demokrata, i.e., the selfsame impotent 
liquidators. Thirdly, the . “Caucasian Regional Committee”, 
also a cipher, in a third garb. Fourthly, the “Organising 
Committee”*®*—a fourth garb of the very same liquidators. 
Fifthly and sixthly, the Letts and the Bund, which is wholly 
liquidationist today. But enough! 

‘Needless to say our Party is laughing at this game of 
nonentities abroad. They cannot resuscitate a corpse, for the 
liquidators in Russia are a corpse. 


Here are the facts. 
For six months the liquidators and all their friends have 


been waging a desperate struggle against the Party. There 
exists a legal Marxist press. It is fearfully handicapped, and 
does not dare utter a word about a republic, our Party, 
uprising, or the tsar’s gang. It would be simply ridiculous to 
think of advocating the slogans of the R.S.D.L.P. through 
that press. 

But the worker in Russia is no longer what he used to be. 
He has become a force. He has paved a way for himself. He 
has his own press, which is handicapped but belongs to him 
and defends Marxism theoretically. 

_ In this open arena, everyone can see the “successes” of the 
i uidators struggle against the anti-liquidators. S. V. of 
Ma ig has already pointed out those successes in Trots- 
7 de Vienna, liquidationist, Pravda2® The fact is, he wrote, 
ligui ae workers’ collections go almost entirely to the anti- 
ign ators. But he sought to comfort himself, saying that it 
Ot because the workers sympathise with the “Leninists”. 
quid Y> Naturally “not because”, dear friend of the li- 
ators! 


ut still, look at the facts. 


ing 


many as 


£oO 


Six months of open struggle for a workers’ daily newspaper. 

The liquidators have been shouting about it since 1919. 
What about their success? In six months— from January ] to 
July 1, 1912—their papers, Zhivoye Dyelo and Nevsky Golos, 
Carried the accounts of 15 (fifteen) collections made b 
groups of workers for a workers’ daily newspaper! Fifteen 
groups of workers in six months! ; 

Take the news apers of the anti-liquidators. See their 
accounts of the collections made for a workers’ daily during 
the same six-month period. Add up the number of collec- 
tions by groups of workers. You will find that there were 
504 contributions by workers’ groups! ; 

Here are exact monthly data for the various parts of 
Russia: 


Number of workers’ group contributions i a workers’ daily news- 


paper during the first half of 1912 
In anti- In 
liquidationist liquidationist 
newspapers newspapers 
jenny 13 0 
ey 76 7 
March 
April 227 8 
M:: 135 0 
a4 34 0 
June 
Total 504 15 
St. Petersburg and 
vicini' 415 
Soh ‘51 . 
The rest of Russia 38 4 
Total 504 15 


of ae nguidaton have been thoroughly beaten in the eyes 
corpse re ers groups in Russia. The liquidators are a 
inal sai Ee a number of terrible (oh, how terrible!) 
dies” ab groups, centres, factions, trends and tenden- 

id abroad can Tevive this corpse. 
© shrill manifestos abroad and no fake conferences 


between “initiatin groups” and the liquidators can undo or 
plete defeat of the liquidators in the eyes of 


alleviate this com 
the hundreds of workers’ groups in Russia. 
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Socialist- 
N otzovist 
: gnificance of 
; the well- 
Socialist-Revolutionary “leader”, Avksent ie, as ae 

} I atone kiss the non- 

Social-Democratic Left wing of the Polish Socialist Party. 

Liquidators of all pa unite! 

veryone finds his niche in the end. Groups of intellec- 
tualist liquidators from among former Marxists and former 
liberals with a bomb“! are being welded together by the 
course of events. 

As for the Party of the working class, the R.S.D.L.P., it 
has, in the six months since it regained its freedom from the 
bondage of those who had liquidated it, made a huge stride 
forward, as can be seen from the facts cited. 


Rabochaya Gazeta No. 9, Collected Works, 
July 30 (August 12), 1912 Vol. 18, pp. 237-41 


Congress of Peasants’ Deputies 


; os a 
A Congress of representatives of peasants Gr gansations 
and Soviets of Peasants’ Deputies, who have met ie raw u 
regulations for the convocation of an All-Russia Soviet of 
Peasants’ Deputies and to set up similar local Soviets, has 
been in session in the Taurida Palace since April 13. 

According to Dyelo Naroda, nop eeaatnes from more 
than 20 gubernias ‘are attending the Congress. 

Resolutions have been adopted urging the need for the 
speediest organisation of the “peasantry” from bottom to 
“top”. “Soviets of Peasants’ Deputies functioning in the 
various areas” have been declared to be the “best form of 
organisation of the peasantry”. 

ykhovsky, a member of the provisional bureau for the 
convocation of the present Congress, has pointed out that a 
decision to organise the peasantry by setting up an All-Russia 


Soviet of Peasants’ Deputies had been taken by the Moscow 
Co-operative Congress, representing an organised member- 
ship of twelve million, or fifty millio 


€ peasantry, j i i 
the land immediately by « Goet cen ed ee a 


t » ¥. 2 majority decision and not bi 
voluntary agreement” with the landowners #2 as he would 
soldiers, who wou 


read and meat, ¢ Id receive more 
by i » Dut also the cause of freedom would gain 
For the Organisation of 


1 the €asants, carrij 

meet without the officials and’ withewt the a ne 

oh salen of the landowners and their hang 
€ pledge 6 Success for the revolution, for 

72 : 


influen 
inevitab 
bourge¢ 

This» 
without 
date” o 
rural pr 
realised, 
be done 

The p 
Proposa’ 
peasants 


m, for the liberation of Russia 
eee of the landowners. from the yoke and 
There is no doubt that all members of our Party, all 
class-conscious workers, will do their utmost to support the 
organisation of Soviets of Peasants’ Deputies, will see to it 
that their numbers are increased and their strength consoli- 
dated, and will exer’ every effort to work inside these Soviets 
along consistent and strictly proletarian class lines. 

To carry on this work, it Is necessary to pare separately 
the proletarian | elements (agricultural labourers, day- 
labourers, etc.) within the general peasant Soviets, or (some- 
times and) set up separate Soviets of Agricultural Labourers’ 


fr 


Deputies. : 
ur object is not to scatter forces; on the contrary, in 


order to strengthen and broaden the movement, we must 
arouse the “lowest” —to use the terminology of the landown- 
ers and capitalists— section of society, or, more correctly, class. 
To build up the movement, we must free it from the 
be bourgeoisie; we must try to rid it of the 


influence of t Isle; 1 
inevitable weaknesses, vacillations, and mistakes of the petty 


bourgeoisie. 

This work must be done by means of friendly persuasion, 
without a events, without hurrying to “consoli- 
date” organisationally that which the representatives of the 
rural proletarians and semi-proletarians have not yet fully 
realised, thought out, and digested for themselves. But it must 
be done, and a start must be made at once everywhere. 

The practical demands and slogans, or, more properly, the 
proposals that have to be made to gain the attention of the 
peasants, should be based on vital and urgent issues. 

The first issue is that of the land. The rural proletarians 
will be for the complete and immediate transfer of all the 
land without exception to the whole people, and for its being 
taken over immediately by the local committees. But you 
cannot eat land. The millions of households that have no 
horses, implements, or seeds will gain nothing from the 
transfer of the land to the “people”. 

The question of continuing to run the big farms, wherever 
olen possible, as large-scale assert eae by agricul- 

te Fi ane and the Soviets of Agricultural Labourers 
efficient Fas using the best machines, seeds, and most 
theasates taken methods, must be discussed and practical 
: We aken without delay. 
fete sn conceal from the peasants, least of all from the 

Proletarians and semi-proletarians, that small-scale 
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farming under commodity economy and capa otinag tid 
humanity of mass poverty, that it 1s cre ox. i abou, 
going over to large-scale farming me u ie a IC lings 
and to tackle this job at once by teac pa al us ae and jp 
turn learning from the masses, the practic pedient mea. 


ingi transition. 
ures for bringing about such a tra ~~ 
Another vital and pressing issue 1s that of the Organisation 


and administration of the state. It is not enough to Preach 
democracy, not enough to proclaim it and decree It, not 
enough to entrust the people's “representatives” 1n represen. 
tative institutions with its implementation. Democracy must 
be built at once, from below, through the initiative of the 
masses themselves, through their effective partici ation in all 
fields of state activity, without “supervision” from above, 
without the bureaucracy. 

Replacement of the police, the bureaucracy, and the 
standing army by the universal arming of the whole people, 
by a universal militia of the entire psa women inclu ed, 
is a practical job that can and should be tackled immediately, 
The more initiative, variety, daring and creativeness the 
masses contribute to this, the better. Not only the rural 
proletarians and semi-proletarians, but nine-tenths of the 
peasantry probably will follow us if we explain our proposals 
clearly, simply, and intelligibly by demonstrating examples 
and lessons from real life. Our Proposals are: 

—not to allow the restoration of the police; 

—not to allow the restoration of the absolute powers of 
officials who, in effect, are undisplaceable and who belong to 
the landowner or Capitalist class; 

—hot to allow the restoration of a standing army sepa- 
rated from the people, for such an army is the surest 


Democra 
without a ie et ie papndt a without an officialdom, 
PM s : "t 
duty Y 4 militia formed “frome army; voluntary social 


8 18 a guarant 
8 < : ee of f 
wash buckling generals, and no Teedom which no tsars, no 


Collected Works, 
5 = ee ae, eae. 


From Greetings to Italian, French 
and German Communists 


The Kautskyite (or Independent) party* is dying. It is 
bound to die and disintegrate soon as a result of the 
differences between its predominantly revolutionary mem- 
bership and its counter-revolutionary “leaders”. 

The Communist Party, experiencing exactly the same 
(essentially the same) differences as were experienced by 
Bolshevism, will grow stronger and become as hard as steel. 

The differences among the German Communists boil 
down, so far as I can judge, to the question of “utilising the 
legal possibilities” (as the Bolsheviks used to say in the 
1910-13 period), of utilising the bourgeois | arliament, the 
reactionary trade unions, the “works’ councils law” (Betrieb- 
sratgesetz), bodies that have been hamstrung by the 
Scheidemanns and Kautskys; it is a question of whether to 
participate in such bodies or boycott them. 

We Russian Bolsheviks experienced quite similar differ- 
ences in 1906 and in the 1910-12 period. And for us it is 
clear that with many of the young German Communists it is 
simply a case of a lack of revolutionary experience. Had they 
re Ne a couple of bourgeois revolutions (1905 and 
Aral they would not be advocating the boycott so uncondi- 
a I fall from time to time into the mistakes of 
IS Is a matter of i ins: th : 
de 4 m growing pains; the movement is 
these in in fine style and as it grows they will pass. And 
ences must Pro en must be combated openly; the differ- 
€veryone that t be exaggerated since it must be clear to 
tictatorship of the Rens Peace patane ne arruEg for the 

e riat, fo A e out 

Bteater part of them. r Soviet power, will wip 


t of Marxist theory and the 


Both from the standpoin 5, February 1917 ang 


: i 190 : 
erience of three revolutions ( LS e in a bourgeo; 
exp 17) 1 ard refusal to participat aa §€0is 
October 1917) I regard Legien, Gompers, etc.) trade 
parliament, in a reactionary (Legien, council hamstrung by 
union, in an ultra-reactionary ee sista. 
the Scheidemanns, etc., as an undou dividual countries, the 
At times, in individual eo. the Bolshevik boycor, 
i , as, for example, ] : 
of he wsaist Duma in 1003." But the selfsame Bolshevi 
took part in the much more 1907. The Bolsheviks eon 
sunterrevolavenary Duma of 1907. Graent Assembly in 
tested the elections to the Sc enpe agra horror of the 
. < 1 
1917, and in 1918 we disperse > 
philistine democrats, the Kautskvs and ines rine 
from socialism. We worked in the ultra-re er Para | 
Menshevik, trade unions which (in : 

i ielded nothing to the Legien 
revolutionary nature) yielde : ty ei 
unions—the foulest and most reactionary trade : in 
Germany. Even now, two years after the conquest of state 
power, we have not yet finished fighting the remnants of the 
Menshevik (i. e., the Scheidemann, Kautsky, Gompers, etc.) 
trade unions—so long is the process! So strong in some 
places and in some trades is the influence of petty-bourgeois 
ideas! 

At one time we were in a minority in the Soviets, the trade 
unions and the co-operatives. By persistent effort and long 
val and er the conquest of political 
Eons, @ Tt fe cnet aionty, first in. all workers’ organisa- 

tons, the 2 ‘ : 
n i non-worker and finally, even in small-peasant 


Ses € yoke of wage-slavery, 
or YPOcrisy; it is sy mek Ms acight of stupidity 
tem and with the old ng elections, un 

ion. 


Ower, 

uti Qn. sis Pp for class struggle and revo- 
in elections itt Wages its Class Struggle and d 

iuccess te . egin a strike, altheren, 0€s not wait 
majority ke It is nece Ty to hay “es for the complete 

: workj e | 

srg 2 popu Pople an, Me BDRAAY of he 
a ye jand overthrows 1 rrgeroletariat wages ‘its don 
Carried out d etic ervised by (tithout waiting for 
%6 $ yoke); ‘and the > tne b Urgeoisie and 


aware that for the success of its revolution, 
wel essful overthrow of the bourgeoisie, it is pride 
ecessary tO have the sympathy of the majority of the working 
n mole (and, it follows, of the majority of the population) 
pe arliamentary cretins and latter-day Louis Blancs 
“insist” absolutely on elections, on elections that are most 
certainly supervised by the bourgeoisie, to ascertain whether 
they have the sym athy of the majority of the working 
people: But this 1s the attitude of pedants, of living corpses, 
Fr of cunning tricksters. 
Real life and the history of actual revolutions show that 
quite often the eytapathy of the majority of the working 
eople” cannot be emonstrated by any elections (to sa 
nothing of elections supervised by the ex loiters, wit 
“equality” of exploiters and exploited)). Quite often the 
“sympathy of the majority of the working people” is demon- 
strated not by elections at all, but by the growth of one of the 
arties, oF by its increased representation in the Soviets, or 
f the success of a strike which for some reason has acquired 
enormous significance, Or by successes won in civil war, etc., 
ry of our revolution has shown, for example, that 
sympathy for the dictatorship of the proletariat on the part 
of the majority of the working people in the boun less 
expanses of the Urals and Siberia was ascertained not by 
means of elections, but by the experience of a year of the 
tsarist. general Kolchak’s rule in that area. Incidentally, 
Kolchak’s rule also began with a “coalition” of the 
Scheidemann and Kautsky crowd (in Russian they are called 
Mensheviks and Socialist-Revolutionaries, supporters of the 
Constituent Assembly), just as in Germany at the moment 
the Haases and Scheidemanns, through their “coalition”, are 
paving the way to power for von Goltz or Ludendorff and 
covering up this power and making it look decent. In 
parenthesis it should be said that the Haase-Scheidemann 
ee in the government has ended, but the political 
na of these betrayers of socialism remains. Proof: 
ihe a books, Stampfer’s articles in Vorwdrts, the articles 
by the Kautskys and the Scheidemanns about their “unifica- 


eS and so on. 

pathy, Jrektarion revolution is iposst without the sym- 

workin support of the overwhelming majority of the 

sympa oe for their vanguard — the proletariat. But this 

and are thee this oy dg are not forthcoming immediately 
decided by elections. They are won in the course 
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etc. ; 
The histo 


of long, arduous and stern class struggle The 

waged by the prolstariat for the s nipatiey and ses Rg 
majority of the working people does not end with the 
conquest of political power by the proletariat. At the 
conquest of power this struggle continues, but in othe; +f the 
In the Russian revolution the circumstances were eae 7 
ally favourable for the proletariat (in its struggle oa 
dictatorship), since the proletarian revolution hs place Be, 
time when all the people were under arms and when a 
peasantry as a whole, disgusted by the “Kautskyite” Olicy of 
the social-traitors, the Mensheviks and_ the Social. 
Revolutionaries, wanted the overthrow of the rule of the 
landowners. 

But even in Russia, where things were exceptionally 
favourable at the moment of the proletarian revolution, 
where a most remarkable unity of the entire proletariat, the 
entire army and the entire peasantry was achieved at 
once — even in Russia, the proletariat, exercising its dictator. 
ship, had to struggle for months and years to win the 
sympathy and support of the majority of the : lgee 
people. After two years this struggle has practically, but still 
not completely, ended in favour of the proletariat. In two 
years we have won the full sympathy and support of the 
overwhelming majority of the workers and labouring peas- 
ants of Great Russia, including the Urals and Siberia, but as 
yet we have not won the full support and sympathy of the 
majority of the working peasants (as distinct from_ the 
aan exploiters) of the Ukraine. We could be (but shall not 

) crushed by the military might of the Entente, but inside 
Russia we now have such sound sympathy, and from such an 
enormous majority of the working people, that our state 1s 
the most democratic state the word bas ever seen. 

One has only to give some thought to this complex; 
difficult and fong history of proletarian struggle for 


| power—a struggle rich in the extraordinary variety of forms 


and in the unusual abundance of sharp changes, turns a” 
switches from one form to another —to see clearly the error 
of those who would “forbid” participation in bourgeo!s 
arliaments, reactionary trade unions, __ tsarist 20F 
cheidemann Shop Stewards Committees or works’ councl’s: 
and so on and so forth. This error is due to the lack ° 
revolutionary experience among quite sincere, convinced an 
valiant wor ee revolutionaries. Consequently, Kar 
Liebknecht and Rosa Luxemburg were a thousand times 
right in January 1919 when they realised this mistake, 


78 


: 45 
: t out,” but nevertheless ch : 
ointed 1 l ; ose to re 
roletarian revolutionaries, Mistaken though a with the 
minor question, rather than side with the tran Were on a 


: traitors : 
ism, the Scheidemanns and the Kautskys, st oe Oral: 
gitabe on te auesion. ul participating in bourgeois raat, 


s, but had ceased to be Socialists 
ae democrats and accomplices of the Bouse become 
Pp A mistake, however, remains a mistake and it is nessine 
to criticise it and fight for its rectification. BY 

The fight against the traitors to socialism, th 
Scheidemanns anc: the Kautskys, must be waged merciless * 
but not on the issue of for or against Participation {n 
bourgeois parliaments, reactionary trade unions, etc. This 
weld be an obvious mistake, and a bigger mistake stil] 
would be to retreat from the ideas of Marxism and its 

ractical line (a strong, centralised political party) to the 
ideas and practice of syndicalism. It is necessary to work foi 
the Party’s participation in pores parliaments, in reaction- 
ary trade unions and in “works’ councils” that have been 
mutilated and castrated in Scheidemann fashion, for the 
Party to be wherever workers are to be found, wherever it is 

ssible to talk to workers, to influence the working masses. 
egal and illegal work must at all costs be combined, the 
illegal Party, through its workers’ organisations, must exercise 
systematic, constant and strict control over legal activity. This is 
no easy matter, but the L povgenoens revolution, generally 
speaking, knows nothing and can know nothing of “easy” tasks 
or “easy” means of struggle. 

This difficult task must be carried out at all costs. The 
Scheidemann and Kautsky gang differ from us not only (and 
not chiefly) because they do not recognise the armed 
uprising and we do. The chief and radical difference is that 
m all spheres of work (in bourgeois parliaments, trade 
unions, co-operatives, journalistic work, etc.) they ursue an 
noonsistent, opportunist policy, even a policy of downright 
treachery and betrayal. 

Fight against the social-traitors, against reformism and 
vpportunism — this political line can and must be followed 
te Shall ose Pion in all spheres of our struggle. And then 
arses win the working masses. And the vanguard of a 
vith renee the Marxist centralised political party ee 
road working masses, will take the people along the : 

© the triumph of proletarian dictatorship, to pro 
Public instead of Metaraetls democracy, to the Soviet Re- 
» to the socialist system. 


790 


In the Space of a few months the Third Internationa] hay | 
won a Number of glorious, unprecedented victories. The 
Speed of its growth is astonishing. Particular mistakes and | 

ins give no grounds for alarm. By criticising them 


Peay and opens we shall ensure that the working Masses 
° 


arxism 


Mm, the pel 
chei emanns and Kautskys of all nations (for these traitors fiom get 
are to be found in all nations). . ; ; 
The victory of communism is inevitable. Communism will 
triumph. " 
October 10, 1919 sald Reve 
N. Lenin | jg Reaction! 
7 
Published in October 1919 Collected Works, The Ger . 
in the Magazine Vol. 30, pp. 57-62 concerned, 
Kommunistichesky Internatsional | ive. In 
No. 6 negative. 
(such as utte 
particularly 
‘counter-rev¢ 
that it is 4 
olutionaries 


chauvinist, ¢¢ 
unions of the 


From “Left-Wing’”’ Communism — an Infantile 
Disorder 


vI 


ld Revolutionaries Work 
aeteactionsry Trade Unions? 


The German “Lefts” consider that, as far as they are 
concerned, the reply to this question is an unqualified 
negative. In their opinion, declamations and angry outcries 
(such as uttered by K. Horner in a particularly “solid” and 
particularly stupid manner) against “reactionary” and 
“counter-revolutionary” trade unions are sufficient “proof” 
that it is unnecessary and even inexcusable for rev- 
olutionaries and Communists to work in yellow, social- 
chauvinist, compromising and counter-revolutionary trade 
unions of the Legien type. 

However firmly the German “Lefts” may be convinced of 
the revolutionism of such tactics, the latter are in fact 
fundamentally wrong, and contain nothing but empty 
phrases. 

_ To make this clear, I shall begin with our own experience, 
i keeping with the general plan of the present pamphlet, 
es is aimed at applying to Western Europe whatever is 
erp | practicable, significant and relevant in the history 

the present-day tactics of Bolshevism. 

te A pies today, the connection between leaders, party, 
the aro} Masses, as well as the attitude of the dictatorship of 
Sane and its party to the trade unions, are 

toletarie, as follows: the dictatorship is exercised by the 
the je organised in the Soviets; the proletariat is ruided 

thie Giese cee Party of Bolsheviks, which, according to 

membershi fe) ae latest Party Congress (April 1920), has a 
both bef P of 611,000. The membership varied greatly 

Ore and after the October Revolution, and used to be 


™m 
sive ypmaller, even in 1918 and 1919.46 We are apprehen- 
an excessive growth of the Party, because careerists 
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and charlatans, who deserve only to be shot, inevitably do alj 

ey can to insinuate themselves into the ranks of the ruling 
Party. The last time we opened wide the doors of the 
arty—to workers and easants only — was when (in the 
winter of 1919) Yudenich was within a few versts of 
Petrograd, and Denikin was in Orel (about 350 versts from 
Moscow), ie., when the Soviet Republic was in mortal 
danger, and when adventurers, careerists, charlatans and 
unreliable persons generally could not possibly count on 
making a profitable career (and had more reason to expect 
the gallows and torture) by joining the Communists. The 
Party, which holds annual congresses (the most recent on the 
basis of one delegate per 1,000 members), is directed by a 
Central Committee of nineteen elected at the Congress, 
while the current work in Moscow has to be carried on by 
still smaller bodies, known as the Organising Bureau and the 
Political Bureau, which are elected at plenary meetings of 
the Central Committee, five members of the Central Com- 
mittee to each bureau. This, it would appear, is a full- 
fledged “oligarchy”. No important political or organisa- 
tional question is decided by any state institution in our 
republic without the guidance of the Party’s Central Com- 
mittee. 

In its work, the Party relies directly on the trade unions, 
which, according to the data of the last congress (April 
1920), now have a membership of over four vallien and are 
formally non-Party. Actually, all the directing bodies of the 
vast majority of the unions, and primarily, of course, of the 
all-Russia general trade union centre or bureau (the All- 
Russia Central Council of Trade Unions), are made up of 


in military affairs, it would of course have 
us to govern the country and to 
alone ae ie ia} : elt ssc - 
+ na . » these very clos 
: bape Me or highly complex and diversified 
frequent conference One a ia tBitation, da oe 
8, not only with the leading trade union 


put with influential trade union workers generally; 
workers, for a determined struggle against the Mensheviks, 
call have a certain though very small following to whom 
who al all kinds of counter-revolutionary machinations, 
EL eg ea an ideological defence of (bourgeois) democracy 
ranging reaching that the trade unions should be “indepen- 
and the Tdependent of proletarian state power!) to sabotage 
dent Pan discipline, etc., etc. 
of pr onside? that contacts with the “masses” through the 
we nions are not enough. In the course of our revolu- 
trade acta activities have given rise to such institutions as 
pon oe workers’ and peasants’ conferences, and we strive b 
il means to support, develop and extend this institution 
age Eee to be ane to observe the temper of the masses, 
come closer to them, meet their requirements, promote the 
best among them to state on etc. Under a recent decree 
on the transformation of the People’s Commissariat of State 
Control into the Workers’ and Peasants’ Inspection, non- 
Party conferences of this kind have been empowered to 
select members of the State Control to carry out various 
kinds of investigations, etc. 

Then, of course, all the work of the Party is carried on 
through the Soviets, which embrace the working masses, 
arespecting of occupation. The district congresses of Soviets 
are democratic institutions, the like of which even the best of 
the democratic republics of the bourgeois world have never 
known; through these congresses (whose proceedings the 
Party endeavours to follow with the closest attention), as well 
as by continually appointing class-conscious workers to vari- 
ous posts in the rural districts, the proletariat exercises its 
role of leader of the peasantry, gives effect to the dictator- 
ship of the urban proletariat, wages a systematic struggle 


against the rich, bourgeois, exploiting and profiteering 


Such is the general mechanism of the proletarian state 
Power viewed “from above”, from the standpoint of the 
Practical im 


a plementation of the dictatorship. We hope that 
Teader will understand why the Russian Bolshevik, who 
seen ace this mechanism for twenty-five years and has 
cannot hia Out of small, illegal and underground circles, 
“from pap Tegarding all this talk about “from above” or 
dictator ‘ad ; about the dictatorship of leaders or the 
Donsense bof the masses, etc., as ridiculous and childish 
or 7 gg something like discussing whether a man’s left leg 
as Sit arm is of greater use to him. 
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We cannot but regard as equally oe and childis, 
nonsense the pompous, ver learned, and rightfully rey. 
Olutionary disquisitions of tee German Lefts to the effec 
that Communists cannot and should not work in reactiona 
trade unions, that it is permissible to turn down such work 
that it is necessary to withdraw from the trade unions and 
create a brand-new and immaculate “Workers’ Union” jp. 
vented by very pleasant (and, probably, for the most Part 
very youthful) Communists, etc., etc. 

Capitalism inevitably leaves socialism the legacy, on the 
one hand, of the old trade and craft distinctions among the 
workers, distinctions evolved in the course of centuries; on 
the other hand, trade unions, which only very slowly, in the 
course of years and years, can and will develop into broader 
industrial unions with less of the craft union about them 
(embracing entire industries, and not only crafts, trades and 
occupations), and later proceed, through these industrial 
unions, to eliminate the division of labour among people, to 
educate and school people, give them all-round development 
and an all-round training, so that they are able to do everything. 
Communism is advancing and must advance towards that 
goal, and will reach it, but only after very many years. To 
attempt in practice, today, to anticipate this future result of a 
fully developed, fully stabilised and constituted, fully com- 
prehensive and mature communism would be like trying to 
teach higher mathematics to a child of four. 

We can (and must) begin to build socialism, not with 
abstract human material, or with human material specially 
prepared by us, but with the human material bequeathed 
to us by capitalism. True, that is no easy matter, but no 
other approach to this task is serious enough to warrant discus- 
sion. 

The trade unions were a tremendous step forward for the 
working class in the se days of capitalist development, 
masmuch as they marked a transition from the workers 
disunity and helplessness to the rudiments of class organisa- 
form of proktaran cace perf e proletariat the hgh 
(and the Party will not mere ansation, began to take shape 
the leaders ; y not merit the name until it learns to we 

§ Into one indivisible whole with the class and the 
masses) the trade unions inevitabl b 1 certain 
reactionary features, a certaiy oo oan tO reveal cer 
certain tendency te -. ertain craft narrow-mindedness, a 
However, the devel SP i aa certain inertness, on 

opment of the proletariat did not, a0 
could not, proceed an a : P at did not, 
ywhere in the world otherwise tha" 
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h the trade unions, through reciprocal action between 
throus d the part of the working class. The proletariat’s 
them 2? of political power Is a gigantic step forward for the 

nquest P ] and the Party must 
co t as a Class, { y more than ever and 
way, not only in the old, educate and guide the 
de unions, at the same time bearing in mind that they are 
trae vill long remain an indispensable “school of commu- 
ang and a pooper? school that trains proletarians to 
exercise their dictatorship, an indispensable organisation of 
he workers for the gra ual transfer of the management of 
fk whole economic ife of the country to the working class 
(and not to the separate trades), and later to all the working 
people. - : R 6 

In the sense mentioned above, a certain “reactionism” in 
the trade unions is inevitable under the dictatorship of the 
roletariat. Not to understand this means a complete failure 
to understand the fundamental conditions of the transition 
from capitalism to socialism. It would be egregious folly to 
fear this “reactionism” or to try to evade or leap over it, for it 
would mean fearing that function of the proletarian van- 

ard which consists in training, educating, enlightening and 
Seaweing into the new life the most backward strata and 
masses of the working class and the peasantry. On the other 
hand, it would be a still graver error to postpone the 
achievement of the dictatorship of the proletariat until a 
time when there will not be a single worker with a narrow- 
minded craft outlook, or with craft and craft-union pre- 
judices. The art of politics (and the Communist’s correct 
understanding of his tasks) consists in correctly gauging the 
conditions and the moment when the vanguard of the 
proletariat can successfully assume power, when it is 
able—during and after the seizure of power—to win 
i support from sufficiently broad strata of the 
working class and of the non-proletarian working masses, 
and when it is able thereafter to maintain, consolidate and 
extend its rule by educating, training and attracting ever 
broader masses of the working people. : 

Further. In countries more advanced than Russia, 4 
certain reactionism in the trade unions has been and was 
bound to be manifested in a far greater measure than in our 
country. Our Mensheviks found support in the trade unions 
(and to some extent still do so in a small number of unions), 
as a result of the latter’s craft narrow-mindedness, craft 
selfishness and opportunism. The Mensheviks of the West 
have acquired a much firmer footing in the trade unions; 


aS 


there the craft-union, narrow-minded, a : tee 
covetous, and petty-bourgeois “labour ole oe Re P deseo 
minded, and imperialist-corrupted, has bee St is incontestable 
stronger section than in our country. ~ and agate ih 
The struggle against the Gomperse preens Wes in West 
Jouhaux, Hendersons, Merrheins, Legic he struggle againg 
ern Europe is much more difficult than the sip eck on 
our Mensheviks, who are an absolutely set codec = 
political type. This struggle must be wage i soared ne 
must unfailingly be Wa dete we ae ris and won 
when all the incorrigible eaders of ee : Eytan uk oF ae 
chauvinism are ated aie! pe poise fina 
nions. Political power 1 
Sn a capture it should not be made) until the i 
has reached a certain Stage. This certain sta ze will be 
different in different countries and in di ees Sr. 
cumstances; it can be mei gauged only by thoughtful, 
€xperienced and knowledgeable political leaders of the pro- 
letariat in each Particular country. (In Russia the elections to 


elections the Mensheviks were utterly defeate 
700,000 votes — 1,400,000 if the vote in Transcaucasia is 
added —as against 9,000,000 votes polled by the Bolsheviks. 


See my article, “The Constituent Assembly Elections and 
the Dictatorship of the Proletariat”,* jn the Communist 
International No. 7-8.) 


_ We are waging a struggle against the “labour aristocracy” 
m the name of the masses of the workers and in order to 
4win them oyer to our side; 


) We are waging the struggle 
against the ©pportunist and Social-chauvinist leaders in pres 


de. It would be absurd 


erman “Left” Com- 


shib, thes + rade union to leader- 
Sed the fade € conclusion that ... we must wtidren 
new an Ttificial fom Tefuse to work in them and create 
unpardonah “ Shiga of labour °rganisation} This is so 
prtvice Communist, arti ae tee mount Sista Breatest 
: re sce ; 
e PPortunist, Social-chauvininr and: yecoisie. ae 
- , 


autskyite trade 
* PP. 258-75, ny 
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: ders, our Mensheviks are nothin “« 

union coisie in the working-class ese me ie t ME 
ae said the Mensheviks are), or “labour lieutenants of 
ane capitalist class A use nS Aenaa and profoundly true 
expression of the ki he of Daniel De Leon in America 
T¢ refuse to work in ‘ € reactionary trade unions means 
jeaving the insufficiently developed or backward Masses of 
workers under the influence of the rea 


TI ctionary leaders. t 
agents of the bourgeoisie, the labour aristocrats, or teeter 
a have become completely bourgeois” (cf, Engels’s letter 


to Marx in 1858 about the British workers). 
This ridiculous “theory” that Communists should not 
work in reactionary trade unions reveals with the utmost 
darity the frivolous attitude of the “Left” Communists 
towards the question of influencing the “masses”, and their 
misuse of clamour about the “masses”. If you want to help 
the “masses” and win the sympath nd support of the 
“masses”, you should not fear difficulties, or pinpricks, 
chicanery, insults and persecution from the “leaders” (who, 
being opportunists and social-chauvinists, are in most cases 
directly or indirectly connected with the bourgeoisie and the 
olice), but must absolutely work wherever the masses are to be 
feud. You must be Gapalile of any sacrifice, of overcomin 
the greatest obstacles, in order to carry on agitation an 
propaganda systematically, perseveringly, persistently and 
patiently in those institutions, societies and associa- 
tions—even the most reactionary —in which proletarian or 
semi-proletarian masses are to be found. The trade unions 
and tie workers’ co-operatives (the latter sometimes, at least) 
are the very organisations in which the masses are to be 
found. According to figures quoted in the Swedish paper 
Folkets Dagblad Politiken of March 10, 1920, the trade union 
membership in Great Britain increased from 5,500,000 at 
the end of 1917 to 6,600,000 at the end of 
1918, an increase of 19 per cent. Towards the close of 1919, 
the membership was estimated at 7,500,000. I have not one 
the corresponding figures for France and Germany at snr ; 
but absolutely incontestable and generally known facts se 
to a rapid rise in the trade union membership in t 
countries too. ' . 
These facts make crystal clear something that 1s enn 
yY thousands of other symptoms, namely, an rowing 
consciousness and the desire for organisation iy 2 "file 
among the proletarian masses, among a veers in Great 
among the backward elements. Millions of wo 
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rs France and Germany are for the first time Passi 
a complete lack of organisation to the elementar$ 

est, simplest, and (to those still thoroughly imbued ry, 
bourgeois-democratic prejudices) most easily comprehensn 
form of organisation, namely, the trade unions; vee ne 
revolutionary but imprudent Left Communists stand 
crying out “the masses!”, “the masses!” but refusin ‘ 
within the trade unions, on th 8 0 work 

id ‘ ; e pretext that they are T€ACtio 
ary”, and invent a brand-new, immaculate little “Workers 
Union”, which is guiltless of bourgeois-democratic prejudices 
and innocent of craft or narrow-minded craft-union sins, 4 
union which, they claim, will be(!) a broad organisation 
“Recognition of the Soviet system and the dictatorship” will 
be the only (!) condition of membership. (See the passage 
quoted above.) 

It would be hard to imagine any greater ineptitude or 
greater harm to the revolution than that caused by the 
“Left” revolutionaries! Why, if we in Russia today, after two 
and a half years of unprecedented victories over the 
bourgeoisie of Russia an the Entente, were to make 
“recognition of the dictatorship” a condition of trade union 
membership, we would be doing a very foolish thing, 
damaging our influence among the masses, and helping the 
Mensheviks. The task devolving on Communists is to con- 
vince the backward elements, to work among them, and not 
to fence themselves off from them with artificial and childishly 
“Left” slogans. 

There can be no doubt that the Gomperses, the Hender- 
sons, the Jouhaux and the Legiens are very grateful to those 
“Left” revolutionaries who, like the German opposition “on 

rinciple” (heaven preserve us from such “principles”!), oF 
ike some of the revolutionaries in the American Industrial 
Workers of the World*” advocate quitting the reactionary 
trade unions and refusing to work in them. These men, the 
“leaders” of opportunism, will no doubt resort to every 
device of ri ae diplomacy and to the aid of bourgeo!s 
governments, the clergy, the police and the courts, to eep 
Communists out of the trade unions, oust them by every 
means, make their work in the trade unions as unpleasant 2s 

ssible, and insult, bait and persecute them. We must be 
able to stand up to all this, agree to make any sacrifice, and 
even—if need be—to resort to various stratagems, artifices 
and illegal methods, to evasions and subterfuges, as long 4° 
we get into the trade unions, remain in them, and carry oF 
communist work within them at all costs. Under tsarism W 


RR 


“legal opportunities” whatsoever until 1905, How- 


.ad no i 

had Suae Zubatov, agent of the secret Police, organised 
ever Hundred workers’ assemblies an workingmen’s 
Black” 


ces for the purpose of trapping revo] 
societies them, we sent members of oyr 
ome and into these societies (I Personally remember 
f them, Comrade Babushkin, a leading St. Petersbur 
worker, shot by order of the tsar’s Senerals in 1906). 
They established contacts with the masses, were able to carr 
on their agitation, and succeeded in wresting workers from 
he influence of Zubatov’s agents.* Of course, in Western 
Europe, which is imbued with most deep-rooted legalistic, 
constitutionalist and bourgeois-democratic prejudices, this is 
more difficult of achievement. However, it can and must be 


utionaries and 
Party to these 
assem 
one 0 


of some members of the Communist Party of 
Holland, who— whether directly or indirectly, overtly or 
covertly, wholly or partly, it does not matter —have sup- 
orted this erroneous policy. The Third International must 
reak with the tactics‘of the Second International; it must 
not evade or play down points at issue, but must pose them 
in a straightforward fashion. The whole truth has been put 
squarely to the “Inde endents” (the Independent Social- 
Democratic Party of ermany)**; the whole truth must 
€wise be put squarely to the “Left” Communists. 
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Should We Participate in Bourgeois Parliaments? 


It is with the utmost contempt—and the utmost levity 
~that the German “Left” Communists reply to this 
question j 


n the ‘negative. Their arguments? Tn the passage 
quoted above we read: 
ie 


Zuber” Gomperses, Hendersons, Jouhaux and Legiens are nothing but 
ih” differing from our Zubatoy only in their European garb and 


: the civilised, refined and democratically suave manner of 
COnductin, their despicable Policy. i 


‘cted Works, Vol. 30, pp. 337-44.— Fd. 
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RE hems 


ms of struggle, which have become 


“\..All reversion to arliamentary for , : 
be emphatically rejected...” 


historically and politically obsolete, must 


This is said with ridiculous pretentiousness, and is patently 
wrong. “Reversion” to arliamentarianism, forsooth} 
Perhaps there is already a Soviet republic in Germany? It 
does not look like it! How, then, can one speak of “revey. 
sion”? Is this not an empty phrase? 
Parliamentarianism has become “historically obsolete”, 
That is true in the propaganda sense. However, everybod 
knows that this is still a far cry from overcoming it in 
practice. Capitalism could have been declared —and with fy] 
justice —to be “historically obsolete” many decades ago, but 
that does not at all remove the need for a very long and very 
persistent struggle on the basis of capitalism. Parliamentarian- 
ism is “historically obsolete” from the standpoint of world 
history, i.e., the era of bourgeois parliamentarianism is over, 
and the era of the proletarian dictatorship has begun. That is 
incontestable. But world history is counted in decades. Ten or 
twenty years earlier or later makes no difference when 
measured with the yardstick of world history; from the 
standpoint of world history it is a trifle that cannot be 
considered even approximately. But for that very reason, it 
is a glaring theoretical error to apply the yardstick of world 
history to practical politics. 
Is parliamentarianism “politically obsolete”? That is quite 
a different matter. If that were true, the position of the 
“Lefts” would be a strong one. But it has to be proved by a 
most searching analysis, and the “Lefts” do not even know 
how to approach the matter. In the “Theses on Parliamen- 
tarianism”, published in the Bulletin of the Provisional Bureau 
in Amsterdam of the Communist International No. 1, February 
1920, and obviously expressing the Dutch-Left or Left-Dutch 
strivings, the analysis, as we shall see, is also hopelessly poor. 
In the first place, contrary to the opinion of such out- 
standing political leaders as Rosa Luxemburg and Karl 
Liebknecht, the German “Lefts”, as we know, considered 
far aenentarianism “politically obsolete” even in January 
Pale ko Laem that the “Lefts” were mistaken. This fact 
€ utterly destroys, at a single stroke, the proposition that 
arliamentarianism is “ oliticall bsolete” is for the 
Lelia? to prove wh P y obsolete”. It is for th 
prove why their error, indisputable at that time, is 

no longer an error. They do P : 
shred of proof. A clit. not and cannot produce even 4 
mistakes is one of Pe al party's attitude towards its own 
most important and surest ways 0 
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how earnest the party is and how it fulfils in 


“ dgin, : ; racti 

jute e ations towards its class and the working people. Fran 4 
Is now edging a mistake, ascertaining the reasons for i? 
a : , 


e conditions that have led up to it. and thrashin 

t the means of its rectification — that is the hallmark ofa 
ou arty; that is how it should perform its duties, and 
ould educate and train its class, and then the ace 
iling to fulfil this duty and a the utmost attention 
and consideration to the study of their patent error, the 
“Lefts” in Germany (and in Holland) have proved that they 
are not a party of a class, but a circle, not a party of the masses, 
put a group of intellectualists and of a few workers who ape 
the worst features of intellectualism. 

Second, in the same pamphlet of the Frankfurt group of 
“Lefts”, which we have already cited in detail, we read: 


«The millions of workers who still follow the policy of the Centre [the 
Catholic “Centre” Party] are counter-revolutionary. The rural proletarians 
rovide the legions of counter-revolutionary troops.” (Page 3 of the ‘ 


pamphlet.) 


Everything goes to show that this statement is far too 
sweeping and exaggerated. But the basic fact set forth here 
is incontrovertible, and its acknowledgement by the “Lefts” 
is particularly clear evidence of their mistake. How can one 
say that “parliamentarianism is politically obsolete”, when 
“millions” and “legions” of proletarians are not only still in 
favour of parliamentarianism in general, but are downright 
“counter-revolutionary”!? It is obvious that parliamentarian- 
ism in Germany is not yet politically obsolete. It is obvious 
that the “Lefts” in Germany have mistaken their desire, their 
politico-ideological attitude, for objective reality. That is a 
most dangerous mistake for revolutionaries to make. In 
Russia—where, over a particularly long period and in 
particularly varied forms, the most brutal and savage yoke of 
‘sarism produced revolutionaries of diverse shades, rev- 
olutionaries who displayed amazing devotion, enthusiasm, 
heroism and will-power—in Russia we have observed this 
mistake of the revolutionaries at very close quarters, we have 
studied it very attentively and have a first- and knowledge 
or it; that is why we can also see it especially clearly in 
reine Parliamentarianism is of course “politically obsolete 
© the Communists in German ; but—and that is the whole 
tree must not regard what is obsolete to us - oo 
the 8 L solete to a class, to the masses. Here again we fin 

efts” do not know how to reason, do not know how to 


91 


Party of a class, as the party of the masses. , 

mM 

k to the level of the masses, to the leve| of the 
class. That is incontestable. You 


er truth. You are in duty bound to call ther 

Ourgeois-democratic and parliamentary Prejudices What 
they are — prejudices. But at the same time you must Soberly 
follow the actual state of the class-consciousness and pre. 
Paredness of the entire class (not only of its OMMunisgt 
vanguard), and of all the working people (not only of their 
advanced elements). 


ven if only a fairly large minority of the Industria| 
workers, and not “millions” and “legions”, follow the lead of 
the Catholic clergy—and a similar minority of rural worker, 
follow the landowners and kulaks (Grossbauern) — it undoubt. 
edly signifies that parliamentarianism in Germany has Not yet 
politically outlived itself, that Participation in parliamentar 
elections and in the stru gle on the parliamentary rostrum is 
obligatory on the party 3 the revolutionary proletariat specifi. 
cally for the urpose of case the backward s 

i for the purpose o 


ommunists have a 
praise of us Bolsheviks. On 


them to praise us less and to ist] to get a better knowledge o 
the Bolsheviks’ tactics. We too part in the elections to the 
Constituent Assembly, the Russi 
September-November 1917. We 
f not, then this should 


the meaning 
€come politic ’, due account should be taken of 
our experience, for unless concrete experience is taken into 
account such Concepts very easi i 

In September-November 1917 
sheviks, not have more righ 
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consider that parliamentarianism was politically obsolete in 
to oe Of course we did, for the point is not whether 


gsia! % 4 * 
Rergeois spies ae have existed for a long time or a short 
hme, but, how far the masses of the working people are 
’ 


pre ared (ideologically, politically and practically) to accept 
the soviet system and to dissolve the bourgeois-democratic 
arliament (OT allow it to be dissolved). It is an absolutely 
Fcontestable and fully established historical fact that, in 

tember-November 1917, the urban working class and the 
soldiers and peasants of Russia were, because of a number of 
special conditions, exceptionally well prepared to accept the 
Soviet system | and to disband the most democratic of 
bourgeois parliaments. Nevertheless, the Bolsheviks did not 
boycott the Constituent Assembly, but took part in the 
elections both before and after the proletariat conquered 
political power. That these elections yielded exceedingly 
valuable (and to the proletariat, highly useful) political 
results has, I make bold to hope, been proved by me in the 
above-mentioned article, which analyses in detail the returns 
of the elections to the Constituent Assembly in Russia.* 

The conclusion which follows from this is absolutely 
incontrovertible: it has been proved that, far from causing 
harm to the revolutionary proletariat, participation in a 
bourgeois-democratic parliament, even a few weeks before 
the victory of a Soviet republic and even after such a victory, 
actually helps that proletariat to prove to the backward masses 
why such parliaments deserve to be done away with; it 
facilitates their successful dissolution, and helps to make 
bourgeois parliamentarianism “politically obsolete”. To ig- 
nore this experience, while at the same time claiming 
affiliation to the Communist International, which must work 
out its tactics internationally (not as narrow or exclusively 
national tactics, but as international tactics), means commit- 
ting a gross error and actually abandoning internationalism in 
deed, while recognising it in word. 

Now let us examine the “Dutch-Left” arguments in favour 
of non-participation in parliaments.. The following is the text 
of Thesis No. 4, the most important of the above-mentioned 

Dutch” theses: 


is eas the capitalist system of production has broken down, and society 
coin een of revolution, parliamentary action radually loses importance as 
ea sared with the action of the masses t emselves. When, in these 

nditions, parliament becomes the centre and organ of the counter- 


-__—_— 


* See Collected Works, Vol. 30, pp. 253-75.— Ed. 
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revoluti i : 

osermancee bre! on the other hand, the labouring class builds 

abecin S of its power in the Soviets, it may even prove nece Up the 
rom all and any participation in parliamentary action.” SSArY ig 


The first sentence is obviously wrong, since action 

Masses, a big strike, for instance, is more important Ye 
parliamentary activity at all times, and not only durin an 
revolution or in a revolutionary situation. This obvious} 
untenable and historically and politically incorrect argumer, 
merely shows very clearly that the authors completely ignore 
both the general European experience (the French exper. 
ence before the revolutions of 1848 and 1870; the German 
experience of 1878-90, etc.) and the Russian experience 
(see above) of the importance of combining legal and illegal 
struggle. This question is of immense importance both in 
general and in particular, because in all civilised and ad- 
vanced countries the time is rapidly approaching when such 
a combination will more and more become —and has already 
partly become— mandatory on the party of the revolutionary 
proletariat, inasmuch as civil war between the proletariat and 
the bourgeoisie is maturing and is imminent, and because of 
savage persecution of the Communists by republican govern- 
ments and bourgeois governments generally, which resort to 
any violation of legality (the example of America is edifying 
enough), etc. The Dutch, and the Lefts in general, have 
utterly failed to understand this highly important question. 
The second sentence is, in the first place, historically 
wrong. We Bolsheviks participated in the most counter- 
revolutionary parliaments, and experience has shown that 
this participation was not only useful but indispensable to 
the party of the revolutionary proletariat, after the first 
hag revolution in Russia (1905), so as to pave the way 
for the second bourgeois revolution (February 1917), and 
then for the socialist revolution (October 1917). In the 
second place, this sentence is amazingly illogical. If a parlia- 
ment becomes an organ and a “centre” (in reality it never 
has been and never can be a “centre”, but that is by the way) 
of counter-revolution, while the workers are building up the 
instruments of their power in the form of the Soviets, then " 
follows that the workers must prepare — ideologically, polit- 
cally and technically — for the struggle of the Soviets against 
arliament, for the dispersal of parliament by the Soviets. 


ut it does not at all follow that this dispersal is hindered, OT 
the presence of a Soviet opposition 


is not facilitated, by 
within the counter-revolutionary parliament. In the coursé ° 


victorious struggle against Denikin a 
; found that the existence of a Sovi 
sition in their camp was immaterial ¢ 
peg! well 3 a dispeisal 
bly on January 5, 1918 was not 
Aally "facilitated by the fact that, 
revolutionary Constituent Assembly wh 
: nersed, there was a consistent Bolshevik, as 
Gee sistent, Left Socialist-Revolutionary Soviet ap lesa 
The authors of the theses are engaged in muddled t Sako: 
they have forgotten the experience of many, if not 54 
revolutions, which shows the great usefulness, durin in 
revolution, ofa combination of mass action outside a reaction- 
ary parliament with an opposition sympathetic to (or, better 
still, directly supporting) the revolution within it. The Dutch 
and the “Lefts” in general, argue in this respect like 
doctrinaires of the revolution, who have never taken part in 
a real revolution, have never given thought to the history of 
revolutions, or have naively mistaken subjective “rejection” 
of a reactionary institution for its actual destruction by the 
combined operation of a number of objective factors. The 
surest way of discrediting and damaging a new political (and 
not only political) idea is to reduce it to absurdity on the plea 
of defending it. For any truth, if “overdone” (as Dietzgen 
Senior put it), if exa erated, or if carried beyond the limits 
of its actual applicability, can be reduced to an absurdity, 
and is even bound to become an absurdity under these 
conditions. That is just the kind of disservice the Dutch and 
German Lefts are rendering to the new truth of the Soviet 
form of government being superior to bourgeois-democratic 
parliaments. Of course, anyone would be in error who 
voiced the outmoded viewpoint or in general considered it 
impermissible, in all and any circumstances, to reject partici- 
ation in bourgeois parliaments. I cannot attempt here to 
ormulate the conditions under which a boycott is useful, 
since the object of this pamphlet is far more modest, namely, 
to study Russian experience in connection with certain 
topical questions of international communist tactics. Russian 
experience has provided us with one successful and correct 
instance (1905), and another that was incorrect (1906), of the 
use of a boycott by the Bolsheviks. ** Analysing the first case, 
we see that we succeeded in preventing a reactionary govern- 
ment from convening a reactionary parliament in a situation 
in which extra-parliamentary revolutionary mass action 
(strikes in particular) was developing at great speed, when 
Qs 


our 


nd Kolch 
neve ak, we 


et and proletarian 
© Our victories. We 
of the Constituent 

hampered but was 
within the counter- 
ich was about to be 


not a single section of the proletariat and the peasant 
could support the reactionary government in any way, an 
when the revolutionary proletariat was gaining influent 
over the backward masses through the strike struggle io 
through the agrarian movement. It is quite obvious that = 
experience is not applicable to present-day European condi. 
Hons. It is likewise quite obvious—and the foregoing argu. 
ments bear this out—that the advocacy, even if with reser. 
vations, by the Dutch and the other “Lefts” of refus. 
al to participate in parliaments is fundamentally wron 
and detrimental to the cause of the revolutionary proleta. 
riat. 
In Western Europe and America, parliament has be. 
come most odious to the revolutionary vanguard of the 
working class. That cannot be denied. It can readily be 
understood, for it is difficult to imagine anything more 
infamous, vile or treacherous than the behaviour of the vast 
majority of socialist and Social-Democratic parliamentary 
deputies during and after the war. It would, however, be not 
only unreasonable but actually criminal to yield to this mood 
when deciding how this generally recognised evil should be 
tought. In many countries of Western Europe, the revolution- 
ary mood, we might say, is at present a “novelty”, or a 
“rarity”, which has all too long been vainly and impatiently 
awaited; perhaps that is why people so easily yield to that 
mood. Certainly, without a revolutionary mt 5 among the 
masses, and without conditions facilitating the growth of this 
mood, revolutionary tactics will never develop into action. In 
Russia, however, lengthy, painful and sanguinary experience 
has taught us the truth that revolutionary tactics cannot be 
built on a revolutionary mood alone. Tactics must be based 
on a sober and strictly objective appraisal of all the class 
forces in a particular state (and of the states that surround it, 
and of all states the world over) as well as of the experience 
of revolutionary movements. It is very easy to show ones 
‘revolutionary” temper merely by hurling abuse at pat 
liamentary opportunism, or merely by cepiciatng bag =a 
on in parliaments; its very ease, however, cannot turn this 
into a solution of a difficult, a very difficult, problem. It 1s 
far more difficult to create a really revolutionary parliamen- 
tary group in a European parliament than it was in Russia. 
That stands to reason. But it is only a particular expression 
a age. truth that it was easy for Russia, in oe 
eatin sek istorically unique situation of 1917, to start 
volution, but it will be more difficult for Russ!4 
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for the European countries to continue the revolution 
than eng it to its consummation. I had occasion to point this 
and jready at the beginning of 1918, and our experience of 
out 4 wo years has entirely confirmed the correctness of 


tt ae ak : 
the pas Certain specific conditions, viz., 1) the possibility of 


view: ; ; : 
Ln rae up the Soviet revolution with the ending, as a 
sequence of this revolution, of the imperialist war, which 


had exhausted the workers and peasants to an incredible 
degree; 2) the eager of taking temporary advantage of 
the mortal con lict_ between the world’s two most powerful 
groups of imperialist robbers, who were unable to unite 
against their Soviet enemy; 3) the possibility of enduring a 
comparatively lengthy civil war, partly owing to the enor- 
mous size of the country and to the poor means of communi- 
cation; 4) the existence of such a profound bourgeois- 
democratic revolutionary movement eth: the peasantry 
that the party of the proletariat was able to adopt the 
revolutionary demands of the peasant party (the Socialist- 
Revolutionary Party, the majority of whose members were 
definitely hostile to Bolshevism) and realise them at once, 
thanks to the conquest of political power by the pro- 
letariat ?—all these specific conditions do not at present 
exist in Western Europe, and a repetition of such or similar 
conditions will not occur so easily. Incidentally, apart from a 
number of other causes, that is why it is more difficult for 
Western Europe to start a socialist revolution than it was for 
us. To attempt to “circumvent” this difficulty b “skipping” 
the arduous job of utilising reactionary parliaments for 
revolutionary purposes is absolutely childish. You want to 
create a new society, yet you fear the difficulties involved in 
forming a good parliamentary group made up of convinced, 
devoted and heroic Communists, in a reactionary parlia- 
ment! Is that not childish? If Karl Liebknecht in Germany 
and Z. Héglund in Sweden were able, even without mass 
support from below, to set examples of the truly revolution- 
ary utilisation of reactionary parliaments, why should a 
rapidly growing revolutionary mass party, in the midst of the 
post-war disillusionment and embitterment of the masses, be 
unable to forge a communist group in the worst of arlia- 
ments? It is because, in Western Europe, the bac ward 
masses of the workers and—to an even greater degree —of 
the small peasants are much more imbued with bourgeois- 
democratic and parliamentary prejudices than they were in 
Russia; because of that, it is only from within such institutions 
as bourgeois parliaments that Communists can (and must) 
7420 
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“negation” of “leaders”. But in conditions in which j, i 

1d, the evolutio 
of good “leaders”, reliable, tested and authoritative, is a y, 
difficult matter; these difficulties cannot be successfully Over. 
come without combining legal and illegal work, and without 
testing the “leaders”, among other ways, 1n parliaments. Crit). 
cism—the most keen, ruthless and uncompromising criti. 
cism — should be directed, not against parliamentarianism or 
parliamentary activities, but against those leaders who are 
unable—and still more against those who are unwilling— to 
utilise parliamentary elections and the parliamentary rostrum 
in a revolutionary and communist manner. Only such criti- 
cism—combined, of course, with the dismissal of incapable 
leaders and their replacement by capable ones — will consti- 
tute useful and fruitful revolutionary work that will simul- 
taneously train the “leaders” to be worthy of the working 
class and of all working people, and train the masses to be 
able properly to understand the political situation and the 
often very complicated and intricate tasks that spring from 
that situation.” 


bapa uy ee ne Collected Works, 
shed in pamphlet form - 
Spee oe p Vol. 31, pp. 46-65 


* I have had too little o i i ith “ ing” 
have | Pportunity to acquaint myself with “Left-win 

communism in Italy. Comrade Bordiga and his iaedon of Abstentionsst 
Communists (Comunista astensionista) are certainly wrong in advocating 
Bon aracipation in parliament. But on one point, it seems to me, Comrade 
patina cers far as can be you from two issues of his paper, Il 
Coie Boe » January 18 and February 1, 1990), from four issues of 
iy a “—r geen periodical, Comunismo (Nos. 1-4, October 1 
wih hoe ae ae from petits issues of Italian bourgeois papers 
Turati and his partisane cvs, BOtdiga and his group are right in attacking 
piorer wed che pes Actin Pipe remain in a party which has recognised Soviet 
pernicious and ree Ip of the Proletariat, and yet continue their former 
tolerating this, arade gee” as members of parliament. Of course, in 

ng a mistake which threatens a Pape o gaghe pombe 


Same dangers as jt did j 
the party an, d the SmiuDeary, where the Hungarian Turatis sabotaged 


| when he accuses Dep ty Turath nt pe Comrade Serrati is obviously 
. 3), ure ng “inconsistent” (Comunismo 
talist Party itself that is inconsistent in 


tolerating such ©pportuni. ns as T; 
‘ as Turati and Co 


Theses 00 the Fundamental Tasks 


of the Second Congress 
of the Communist {International 


1. The present stage in the development of the interna- 
tional communist movement is marked by the fact that the 
finest representatives of the revolutionary proletariat in all 


ies have fully grasped the tundamental prin- 


capitalist countrl 7 ) 2 
ciples of the Communist International, viz., dictatorship of 


the proletariat and Soviet power, and have ranged them- 
selves with unbounded enthusiasm on the side of the Commu- 
nist International. An even bigger and more important step 
forward is the definite sympathy with these fundamental 
a that has everywhere taken shape among the 
roadest masses, not only of the urban proletariat, but of the 
advanced section of the rural workers as well. 

On the other hand, two errors, OF failings, are to be 
observed in the very rapidly growing international commu- 
nist movement. One, which is very grave and constitutes an 
immense and immediate danger to the success of the cause 
. proletarian emancipation, is that a section of the old 
i and of the old parties of the Second Interna- 
ciel yielding half-unconsciously to the 
ieee Si cnet of the masses, and some deliberately 
ene ey e masses in order to retain their function of 
ee A antnnd ges of the bourgeoisie within the working- 
biheence pm their qualified or even unqualified 
ing in all ed the Third International, while actually remain- 
level of tha el practical party and political work, on the 
A et ang neha International. Such a state of affairs 1s 
tain of tog olerable, because it leads to downright chal 
prestige, nae as detracts from the Third Internationals 
treachery as _w reatens a repetition of the same acts © 
Democrats, wh ere perpetrated by the Hungarian Social- 
a , who so hastily assumed the title of Communists. 
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T ; 
. tice pep which is far less significant and is more in 
tend ce) growing pains of the movement, Consists in g 
€ncy towards “Leftism” which results ina wrong appraisal 
of the role and the tasks of the party with regard to the 
class and the masses, and a wrong attitude towards the 
revolutionary Communists’ obligation to work in bourgeois 
parliaments and reactionary trade unions. 
. Communists are in duty bound, not to gloss over shortcom- 
ings in their movement, but to criticise them openly so as 
to remedy them the more speedily and radically. For this 
purpose it is necessary: first, to define as concretely as 
possible, particularly on the basis of the practical experience 
already acquired, the content of the concepts Ragopnas 
of the proletariat” and “Soviet power”; second, to specify 
the precise content of the immediate and systematic prepara- 
tory work to be carried on in all countries so as to give effect 
to these slogans; and third, to specify the methods and 
means of rectifying the faults in our movement. 


I 


The Essence of the Dictatorship of the Proletariat 
and of Soviet Power 


2. The victory of socialism (as the first stage of commu- 
nism) over capitalism requires that the proletariat, as the 
only really revolutionary class, shall accomplish the nig: 
three tasks. First—overthrow the exploiters, and first an 
foremost the bourgeoisie, as their principal economic and 
political representative; utterly rout them; crush their resis- 
tance; absolutely preclude any attempt on their part to 
restore the yoke of capital and wage-slavery. Second—win 
over and bring under the leadership of the Communist 
Party, the revolutionary vanguard of the proletariat, not only 
the entire proletariat, or its vast majority, but all who labour 
and are exploited by capital; educate, organise, train an 
sei at them in the actual course of a supremely bold and 
ruthlessly firm struggle against the exploiters; wrest this vast 
majority of the population in all the capitalist countries from 
dependence on the bourgeoisie; imbue it, through its ow" 
re ctical experience, with confidence in the leading role ° 
eine ed and of its revolutionary vanguay : 
Seas Eee sa td render harmless, the inevitable vact #s 
bouteeols dem ourgeoisie and the proletariat, betwee 

8 ocracy and Soviet power, to be seen in the 
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class of py proprietors in a riculture, industry and com- 

a class W ich is still fairly numerous in nearly all 
advanced countries, sees comprising only a minority of 
ihe opulation—as well as in the stratum of intellectuals 
salar earners, etc., which corresponds to this class. ; 
The first and second tasks are independent ones, each 
requiring its own special methods of action with regard to 
the excite and to the exploited respectively. The third 
task follows from the first two, and merely requires a skilful 
timely and flexible combination of methods of the first and 
second type, depending on the specific circumstances in each 
separate instance of vacillation. 

3, In the concrete situation created throughout the world, 
and above all in the most advanced, powerful, enlightened 
and free capitalist countries, by militarism, imperialism, the 
oppression of colonies and weak countries, the world-wide 
imperialist butchery and the “Peace” of Versailles—in that 
situation the very idea of the capitalists peacefully submitting 
to the will of the majority of the exploited, the very idea of a 
peaceful, reformist transition to socialism, is not merely 
sheer philistine stupidity but also downright deception of the 
workers, embellishment of capitalist wage-slavery, and conceal- 
ment of the truth. That truth consists in the bour eoisie, 
even the most enlightened and democratic, no longer hesitat- 
ing at any fraud or crime, even the massacre of millions of 
workers and peasants, so as to preserve rivate ownership of 
the means of production. Only the forcible overthrow of the 
bourgeoisie, the confiscation of its property, the destruction 
of the entire bourgeois state apparatus from top to bot- 
tom— parliamentary, judicial, military, bureaucratic, adminis- 
trative, municipal, etc—right down to the wholesale depor- 
tation or internment of the most dangerous and stubborn 
exploiters and the institution of strict surveillance over them 
so as to foil their inevitable attempts to resist and to restore 
capitalist slavery — only such measures can ensure real sub- 
mission of the whole class of exploiters. 

On the other hand, the idea, common among the old 
parties and the old leaders of the Second International, that 
the majority of the exploited toilers can achieve complete 
clarity of socialist consciousness and firm socialist convictions 
and character under capitalist slavery, under the yoke of the 
bourgeoisie (which assumes an infinite variety of forms that 
become more subtle and at the same time more brutal and 
ruthless the higher the cultural level in a wes capitalist 
country) is also idealisation of capitalism an of bourgeois 


merc 


101 


democracy, 


Only aft 
y er the vanguard of the proletariat, supported by od 


the . : 
Overthrow Majority of this, the only revo utionary Class 


TOV i a ‘ 
Lg pas conditions of life at the expense of the e€xpropri- 
Pitalists — it is only after this, and only in the actual 
Process of an acute class struggle, that the masses of the 


4. Victory over capitalism calls for proper relations between 
the leading (Communist) party, the revolutionary class 
(the proletariat) and the masses, i.e., the entire body of the 
toilers and the exploited. Only the Communist Party, if it is 
really the vanguard of the revolutionary class, if it reall 
comprises all the finest representatives of that class, if it 
consists of fully conscious and staunch Communists who 
have been educated and steéled by the experience of a 

ersistent revolutionary struggle, and if it has succeeded in 
inking itself inseparably with the whole life of its class and, 
through it, with the whole mass of the exploited, and in 
completely winning the confidence of this class and _ this 
mass — only such a party is capable of leading the proletariat 
in a final, most cutess and decisive struggle against all the 
forces of capitalism. On the other hand, it is only under the 
leadership of such a party that the proletariat is capable of 
displaying the full might of its revolutionary onslaught, and 
of overcoming the inevitable apathy and occasional resistance 
of that small minority, the labour aristocracy, who have been 
., corrupted by capitalism, the old trade union and co- 
. operative leaders, etc—only then will it be capable of 
displaying its full might, which, because of the very economic 
structure of capitalist society, is infinitely greater than 1s 
roportion of the population. Finally, it is only after they 

have been really emancipated from the yoke of the bourgeo! 

sie and of the bourgeait machinery of state, only after (ney 

have found an opportunity of organising in their Soviets In 4 

really free way (free from the exploiters), that the pee 

i.e., the toilers and exploited as a Tiody, can display, for thé 

first time in history, all the initiative and energy of tens © 
millions of people who have been crushed by capitalism. 
Only when the oviets have become the sole state apparatu 
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js it really posite he the Ee eaten, in the work of 
administration, of the peer mass of the exploited ‘as 
even under the = enlightened and freest’ bour. om 
democracy, have aonays actualy been excluded 99 per tent 
from participation in the work of administration. It is only in 
the Soviets” that the exploited Masses really begin’ = 
Jearn—not in books, but rom their own Tactical experj- 
nce—the work of socialist construction, of resting Fae 
social discipline and a free union of free workers, 


U 

What Immediate and Universal Preparation 
for the Dictatorship of the Proletariat Should 
Consist in 


5. The present stage in the development of the internatio- 
nal communist movement is marked by the fact that in the 
vast majority of capitalist countries, the proletariat’s prepara- 
tions to effect its dictatorship have not been completed, and, 
in many cases, have not evet been systematically begun. From 
this it does not, however, follow that the proletarian revolu- 
tion is impossible in the immediate future; it is perfectly 
possible, since the entire economic and political situation is 
most inflammable and abounds in causes of a sudden flareup; 
the other condition for revolution, apart from the oe 
tariat’s preparedness, viz., a general state of crisis in all the 
ruling and in all bourgeois parties, also exists. However, it 
does follow that the Communist parties’ current task consists 
not in accelerating the revolution, but in intensifying the 
preparation of the proletariat. On the other hand, the facts 
cited above from the history of many socialist parties make it 
incumbent on us to see that “recognition” of the dictatorship 
of the proletariat shall not remain a mere matter of words. 

Hence, from the point of view of the international pro- 
letarian movement, it is the Communist parties’ principal 
task at the present moment to unite the scattered Commu- 
nist forces, to form a single Communist Party in every country 
(or to reinforce or renovate the already existing Party) in 
order to increase tenfold the work of preparing the pro- 
letariat for the conquest of political power— political power, 
Moreover, in the form of the dictatorship of the proletariat. 
The ordinary socialist work conducted by groups and parties 
which recognise the dictatorship of the proletariat has by no 
Means fin lerpaise that fundamental reorganisation, mee 
fundamental renovation, which is essential before this wor 
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see be Considered com 
aSKs to be accomplished 


— 
wen proletariat’s conquest of political power does not 
ii Stop to its class struggle against the bourgeoisie; on the 
an 1t renders that struggle most ben! eee intense 
ruthless, Owing to the extreme intensification of the 
struggle all groups, parties and leaders in the working-clas, 
movement who have fully or partly adopted the stand of 
reformism, of the “Centre”, etc., inevitably side with the 
bourgeoisie or join the waverers, or else (what is the Most 
dangerous of all) land in the ranks of the unreliable friends 
of the victorious proletariat. Hence, preparation for the 
dictatorship of the proletariat calls, not only for an inten- 
sification of the stru gle against reformist and “Centrist” 
tendencies, but also i a change in the character of that 
struggle. The struggle cannot be restricted to explaining the 
erroneousness of these tendencies; it must unswervingly and 
ruthlessly expose any leader of the working-class movement 
who reveals such tendencies, for otherwise the proletariat 
cannot know who it will march with into decisive struggle 
against the bourgeoisie. This struggle is such that at any 
moment it may—and actually does, as experience has 
shown — substitute criticism with weapons for the weapon of 
criticism. Any inconsistency or weakness in exposing those 
who show themselves to be reformists or “Centrists” means 
directly increasing the danger of the power of the proletariat 
being overthrown by the bourgeoisie, which tomorrow will 
utilise for the counter-revolution that which short-sighted 
people today see merely as “theoretical difference”. 
7. In particular, we must not restrict ourselves to the usual 
repudiation, in principle, of all collaboration between the 
roletariat and the bourgeoisie, of all “collaborationism”. 
nder the dictatorship of the proletariat, which will never be 
able, at one stroke, to abolish private property completely, 
mere defence of “liberty” and “equality”, while private 
ownership of the means of production is preserved, turns 
into “collaboration” with the bourgeoisie, and undermines the 
rule of the working class. The dictatorship of the proletariat 
means that the state uses its whole machinery of power to 
uphold and perpetuate “no-liberty” for the exploiters to 
continue their Oppression and exploitation, “ine uality” be- 
tween the owner of property (1.e., one who has appro- 
priated for himself certain means of production created by 
social labour) and the non-owner. That which, prior to the 


munist work and adequate to the 


on the eve of proletarian dictator 
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of the proletariat, seems merely a theoretical differ- 
the question of “democracy” inevitably becomes, on 
following victory, a question that is settled by force 
of arms. Consequently, even preliminary work in preparing 
the masses to effect the dictatorship of the proletariat is 
impossible without a radical change in the entire character of 
the struggle against the “Centrists” and the “champions of 


victory 
ence on 


the day 


democracy ; ; Aer 
g. The dictatorship of the proletariat is the most deter- 


mined and revolutionary form of the proletariat’s class 
struggle against the bourgeoisie. This struggle can be suc- 
pe only when the most revolutionary vanguard of the 
roletariat has the backing of the overwhelming majority of 

the proletariat. Hence, preparation for the dictatorship of 
the proletariat entails not only explanation of the bourgeois 
character of all reformism, of all defence of democracy, 
while private ownership of the means of production is 
preserved; it entails, not only exposure of such trends, which 
are in fact a defence of the bourgeoisie within the labour 
movement; it also calls for old leaders being replaced by 
Communists in proletarian organisations of absolutely every 
type —not only political, but also trade union, co-operative, 
educational, etc. The more complete, lengthy and firmly 
established the rule of bourgeois democracy has been in a 
given country, the more the Pautyecisie will have succeeded 
in securing the appointment to such leading posts of people 
whose minds have been moulded by it and imbued with its 
views and prejudices, and who have very often been directly 
or' indirectly bought by it. These representatives of the 
labour aristocracy, bourgeoisified workers, should be ousted 
from all their posts a hundred times more sweepingly than 
hitherto, and replaced by workers — even by wholly inexperi- 
enced men, provided they are connected with the exploited 
masses and enjoy their confidence in the struggle against the 
exploiters. The dictatorship of the proletariat will require the 
deen ee of such inexperienced workers to the most 
; sponsible | Pe in the state; otherwise the workers’ gov- 
™ment will be impotent and will not have the support of 

the masses. 
ae he dictatorship of the eg oe means that all toiling 
intimideeed people, who have been disunited, deceived, 
capitalist cl; oppressed, downtrodden and crushed by the 
class. tr _Class, come under the full leadership of the only 
capital; ained for that leadership by the whole history of 
ism. That is why the following is one of the methods 
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where ; 
should bere Parations for the dictatorship of the proletariat 
ie ail ae e¢ everywhere and immediately: 

: Sanisations, unions and associations witho 
exception, and first and foremost in proletarian or te 
tions. b 1 ; d Pp ee organisa- 

» but also in those of the non-proletarian toiling and 
exploited masses (political, trade union, military, co. 
operative, educational, sports, etc., etc.), groups or cells of 
Communists should be formed—preferably open groups, 
but underground groups as well, the latter being essential 
whenever there is reason to expect their suppression, or the 
arrest or banishment of their members on the part of the 
bourgeoisie; these cells, which are to be in close touch with 
one another and with the Party centre, should, by pooling 
their experience, carrying on work of agitation, propaganda 
and organisation, adapting themselves to absolutely every 
sphere of public life and to every variety and category of the 
toiling masses, systematically educate themselves, the Party, 
the class, and the masses by means of such diversified work. 

In this connection, it is of the utmost importance that 
necessary distinctions between the methods of work should 
be evolved in practice: on the one hand, in relation to the 
“leaders”, or “responsible representatives”, who are very 
often hopelessly beset with petty-bourgeois and imperialist 
prejudices— such “leaders” must be ruthlessly exposed and 
expelled from the working-class movement—and, on the 
other hand, in relation to the masses, who, particularly after 
the imperialist holocaust, are for the most part inclined to 
listen to and accept the doctrine that the guidance from the 
proletariat is essential, as the only way of escape from 
capitalist slavery. We must learn to approach the masses with 
particular patience and caution so as to be able to under- 
stand the distinctive features in the mentality of each 
stratum, calling, etc., of these masses. 

10. In particular, there is a group or cell of Communists 
Pe Spickves secxpootal attention and care from the Party; 
denutley Bao tisulery group of Part members, who oe 
the aeMoual Felt representative Institutions (ented 
institutions) fe) ete 2 municipal, ae repre 
in. particular te t . oat hand, it is this tribune which 1s he 
who are hacky isl y large sections of the toiling masses» 
sie ft thocon me ee ae 
this tribune de oe imperative for Communists to wunise 
“onal work and to een) onan ac het oa as ie 
the bourgeois parli plain to the masses why the dispersal ° 

parliament by the national congress of Sovie’ 


was le itimate in Russia (and, at the proper time, will be 
Jegitimate in any country). On the other hand, the a 
yeois democrat wily t entire 
{yistOry, of bourgeols ¢ y, particularly in the advanced 
COUNLTICS), has converted the parliamentary rostrum into one 
of the principal, if not the principal, venues of unparalleled 
fraudulency, financial and political deception of the people 
careerisin, hypocrisy and oppression of the working people. 
The intense hatred of parliaments felt by the best represen- 
tatives 0 the revolutionary proletariat is therefore quite 
iustified. The Communist partes and all parties affiliated to 
the Third International — especially those which have not 
arisen by splitting away from the old parties and by waging a 
long and persistent struggle against them, but through the 
old parties accepting (often nominally) the new stand— should 
therefore adopt 4 most strict attitude towards their par- 
liamentary gTOUpS, the latter must be brought under the full 
control and direction of the Central Committees of the 
Parties; they must consist, in the main, of revolutionary 
workers; speeches by members of parliament should be 
carefully analysed in the Party press and at Party meetings, 
from a strictly communist standpoint; deputies should be 
sent to carry on agitational work among the masses; those 
who manifest Second International leanings should be ex- 
pelled from the parliamentary groups, etc. 

11. One of the chief causes hampering the revolutionary 
working-class movement in the deve oped capitalist countries 
is the fact that because of their colonial possessions and the 
super-profits gained by finance capital, etc., the capitalists of 
these countries have been able to create a relatively larger 
and more stable labour aristocracy, a section which comprises 
a small minority of the working class. This minority se 
better terms of employment and is most imbued with a 
narrow-minded craft s irit_ and with petty-bourgeols and 
imperialist prejudices. te forms the reat social pillar of the 
Second International, of the reformists and the “Centrists”; 
at present it might even be called the social mainstay of the 
bourgeoisie. No preparation of the roletariat for the ovet- 
throw of the bourgeoisie is possible, even in the preliminary 
sense, unless an immediate, systematic, extensive and open 
struggle is waged against this stratum, which, as experience 
has already fully shown, will no doubt provide the bourgeo!s 
Whiteguards with many a recruit after the victory 
proletariat. All parties affiliated to the Thee aie amen 
thiek at all costs give effect to the slogans: “Decpet a acan- 

of the masses”, “Closer links with the masses 
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ing by the masses all those who toil and are ier aes by 
capital, particularly those who are least organis® en edu. 
cated, who are most oppressed and least amenable 
organisation. Ho jet Slee 

The proletariat becomes revolutionary only T as it 
does not restrict itself to the narrow framework of craft 
interests, only when in all matters and (gens of public life, 
it acts as the leader of all the toiling and exploited masses; it 
cannot achieve its dictatorship unless It 1s ee and able 
to make the greatest sacrifices for the sake of ne ee Over 
the bourgeoisie. In this respect, the ee Th o Russia is 
significant both in principle and in practice. The proletariat 
could not have achieved its dictatorship there, or won the 
universally acknowledged respect and confidence of all the 
toiling masses, had it not made the most sacrifices, or starved 
more than any other section of those masses at the most 
crucial moments of the onslaught, war and blockade effected 
by the world bourgeoisie. : 

In particular, the Communist Part and all advanced 
proletarians must give all-round an unstinted support 
especially to the spontaneous and mass strike movement, 
which, under the yoke of capital, is alone capable of really 
rousing, educating and organising the masses, of imbuing 
them with complete confidence in the leadership of the 
revolutionary proletariat. Without such preparation, no dic- 
tatorship of the proletariat is possible; those who are capable 
of publicly opposing strikes, such as Kautsky in Germany 
and Turati in Italy, cannot possibly be tolerated in the ranks 
of parties affiliated to the Third International. This applies 
even more, of course, to those trade union and parliamen- 
tary leaders who so often betray the workers by using the 
experience of strikes to teach them reformism, and not 
revolution (for instance, in Britain and in France in recent 
years). 

i 12: In all countries, even in those that are freest, most 
= and most “peaceful” in the sense that the class 
fr Chery Comsat ate ik now sbyohutsly indpeosb 
and legal work ne ieee to systematically combine oe. 
standing their falee at Rs illegal or anisations. Notwit : 
ments of even the hen ivinece Ueiclerauonss Int Fern e 
where the bourgeois-demo, ightened and freest of countri¢® 
already systematicall emocratic system is most “stable”, até 
- Communists and ee eres drawing up blacklists _ 
fs", $0 as to give secret or jets seat Femme sh a sccomag 
Cae Isecret encouragement to ¢ 
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arties mus 
systematic con 
tions for t 
Illegal 


ice because, , 
ould over have begun to stand in dread of people’s 


without exception, the ane should not restrict themselves 
to illegal work, but should conduct legal work as well, 
overcoming all obstacles, starting legal publications, and 
forming legal organisations under the most varied names, 
which should be frequently changed if necessary. This is 
being practised by the illegal Communist parties in Finland, 
Hungary, partly in Germany, Poland, Latvia, etc. It should 
be practised by the Industrial Workers of the World in the 
U.S.A. and by all Communist parties at present legal, should 
public prosecutors see fit to take proceedings against them 
on the grounds of resolutions adopted by Congresses of the 
Communist International, etc. 

A combination of illegal and legal work is an absolute 
ee dictated, not only by all features of the present 
Sei , that of the eve of the proletarian dictatorship, but 
also by the necessity of proving to the bourgeoisie that there 
a te nor can there be, on sphere of activity that cannot be 
that ay Communists; above all, it is dictated by the fact 
oF Wha an a of the proletariat and even broader strata 
ane hai whee ee toiling and exploited masses still exist 
legality ek wie continue to believe in bourgeois-democratic 

16. is eae "8 we must undeceive without fail. 
in most iene oy the conditions of the working-class press 
utter frau i Pies capitalist countries strikingly reveal the 
democracy = art of liberty and equality under bourgeois 
ing legal Pet om as the necessity of systematically combin- 

with illegal work. Both in vanquished 
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Germany and in victorious America, the e Wer of th. 
bourgeoisie’s machinery of state and all the Machinationg ef 
the financial Magnates are employed to deprive the worker, 
of their press, these including legal proceedings, the arres 
(or tinned er by hired assassins) o editors, denial of mailin 
privileges, the cutting off of paper supplies, and 80 on an 
so forth. Besides, the news services essential to daily news, 
Papers are run by pong telegraph agencies, while adver. 
tisements, without which a lar € newspaper cannot Pay its 
way, depend on the “good will” of the Capitalists, To 4 
up: through skulduggery and the pressure of Capital and the 
bourgeois state, the ourgeoisie is depriving the revolution. 
ary proletariat of its press. ; 

To combat this, the Communist 


type of periodical pie for mass distribution among the 
workers: first, lega publications, which, without callin 
themselves communist and without ublicising their links 
with the Party, must learn to make use of at legal 
Opportunity, however slight, just as the Bolsheviks did under 
the tsar, after 1905; secondly, illegal leaflets, even the 
briefest and published a 


t irregular intervals 
numerous printshops by wor 


ment has become strong enough 
seizure of printshops), and pecvacing the proletariat with 
outspoken revolutionary in 


revolutionary 


ntire power 


parties must create a new 


€ Composition — of al 
or Desiring to Affiliate Parties Affiliated 
‘Internat 


to t 

mmunist ‘Inj ‘ional he 

14. The : ' 
mat ie measure jn which the Proletariat in countries 


.1portant from the vie ics and 
litic Wpoint of world economics a 
with the ghecbared Paiod establish its dictatorship can be see? 

: J€ctivity and Precision in the fact that the 
French Socialist a ; get Second International, viz. a 
Party of German the i 4 " €pendent Social-Democrat’ 
Britain and the Ocialist |p hy dent Labour Party of Grea 
arty of America, have withdraw" 
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m this yellow International, and have decided 
fro conditionally, the latter even unconditionally — to affili- 
three the Third International. This proves that not only the 
ate to ard of the revolutionary proletariat but its Majority too 
yan ‘begun to come over to our side, convinced by the entire 
have f events. The main thing now is the ability to 
Coe malt this process and to consolidate firmly in point of 
penetrate mm what has been achieved, so as to advance all along 
or. ee without the slightest wavering. 
me 5. All the activities of the parties mentioned (to which 
should be added the Socialist Party of Switzerland, if the 
telegraph reports of its decision to join the Third Interna- 
tional are true) show—as any periodical of these parties will 
strikingly confirm — that they are not yet communist, and 
quite often run directly counter to the fundamental princi- 

les of the Third International, viz., the recognition of the 
Fictatorship of the proletariat and Soviet government in 
place of bourgeois democracy. : 

Accordingly, the Second Congress of the Communist 
International must resolve that it cannot immediately accept 
the affiliation of these parties; that it endorses the reply 
given by the Executive Committee of the Third International 
to the German “Independents”; that it confirms its readiness 
to conduct negotiations with any party that withdraws from 
the Second International and desires to enter into closer 
relations with the Third International; that it will admit the 
delegates of such parties in a deliberative capacity to all its 
congresses and conferences; that it sets the following condi- 
tions for the complete adhesion of these (and similar) parties 
with the Communist International: 

1) All decisions of all Congresses of the Communist 
International and of its Executive Committee to be published 
in all the periodicals of the parties concerned; 

2) These decisions to be discussed at special meetings of 

sections or local organisations of the parties; 

3) After such discussion, special congresses of the parties 
pe a convened to sum up the results, and for the purpose 


rs, Purging the parties of elements that continue to act in 
spirit o ae enone International; ew: 
Periodical publications of the parties to be place 
— fee Seraniinit editorship. ; 
instra, “ cond Congress of the Third International should 
simila Its Executive Committee formally to accept these and 
* Parties into the Third International after ascertaining 


—the first 
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that all these conditions have actually been ratte be the 
activities of the parties have assumed a rip eaten aracter, 

16. As to the question of the aaa ee o re pone now 
holding a minority of the responsible seed A ese and 
similar parties, the Second Congress of the ommunist 
International should resolve that, in view of the obvious 
growth of sincere sympathy for paar rie ie 
men belonging to these parties, it would - undesirable fo, 
Communists to resign from the latter, as long as they can 
carry on work within them for the recognition of the 
dictatorship of the proletariat and Soviet government, and as 
long as it is possible to criticise the opportunists ang 
Centrists who still remain in these parties. 

At the same time, the Second Congress of the Third 
International should declare in favour of Communist groups 
and organisations, or groups and organisations sympathising 
with communism, joining the Labour Party in Great Britain, 
despite its membership in the Second International. As long 
as this party ensures its affiliated organisations their present 
freedom of criticism and freedom to carry on work of 
propaganda, agitation and organisation in favour of the 
dictatorship of the proletariat and Soviet government, and as 


political power from the dire 
oisie to the “labour lieutenants of the 


usions on this score. 


7. Concerning the Sociali 
st Party of Italy, the Second 

i ag es Third International eoneilers that the 
oes é arty and the practical proposals submitted 

name of the party’ C Ocialist Party of Italy in the 
Nuovo of May 8, 92g uT™ section,™ as set forth in L/Ordin 
in keeping with the bang in the main correct and are fully 
International, undamental principles of the Third 

cording] 

tional requests re snd Congress of the Third Interna 
of te ¢ to discuss stag marty of Italy to convene a specia 
© two Congresses of the sal and also all the decisions 
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ne purpose, of rectifying the party’ line and of purging i 

arocularly its parliame y group, of non-Communist ele- 
men The Second Congress of the Third International 
e rs erroneous the views on the Party’s relation to the 
ass and to the masses, and the view that it is not obligatory 
i Communist parties to participate in bourgeois parlia- 
edits and in reactionary trade unions. These views have 
been refuted in detail in special decisions of the present 
Congress, and advocated most fully by the Communist 
workers’ Party of Cay and partly by the Communist 
Party of Switzerland, by Kommunismus, organ of the East- 
European Secretariat of the Communist International in 
Vienna, by the now dissolved secretariat in Amsterdam, by 
several Dutch comrades, by several Communist organisations 
in Great Britain, as, for example, the Workers’ Socialist 
Federation, etc., and also by the Industrial Workers of the 
World in the U.S.A. and the Shop Stewards’ Committees™ in 
Great Britain, etc. 

Nevertheless, the Second Congress of the Third Interna- 
tional considers it possible and desirable that those of the 
above-mentioned organisations which have not yet officially 
affiiated to the Communist International should do so 
immediately; for in the present instance, particularly as 
regards the Industrial Workers of the World in the U.S.A. 
and Australia, as well as the Shop Stewards’ Committees in 
Great Britain, we are dealing with a profoundly proletarian 
and mass movement, which in all essentials actually stands by 
the basic principles of the Communist International. The 
erroneous views held by these organisations regarding partici- 
ation in bourgeois parliaments can be explained, not so much 
oe influence of elements coming from the bourgeoisie, who 
ca their essentially petty-bourgeois views into the move- 
i. —views such as anarchists often hold—as by the political 

perience of proletarians who are quite revolutionary and 
sed with the masses. 
eatin reason, the Second Congress of the Third Inter- 
ihe npladoees all Communist organisations and groups in 
the World xOn countries, even if the Industrial Workers of 
; orld and the Shop Stewards’ Committees do not 
immediately affiliate to the Third Int tional, t 
very friendly polin’ 1 : ird International, to pursue a 
pier hie cy towards these organisations, to establish 
with them, 5 cape them and the masses that sympathise 

e basis of ths to explain to them in a friendly spirit—on 

siete experience of all revolutions, and particularly 


conside 
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: ions of the twentieth 

OF the dues ete ee as set forth above at 
fg el oot eh efforts to amalgamate with they 
organisations to form a single et og 

19. In this connection, the Congress aagicke € attention a 
all comrades, particularly in the wri an Anglo-Saxo, 
countries, to the fact that, since 7 € war, a Profound 
ideological division has been taking p - nay anarchige, 
all over the world regarding the attitude to € adopted 
towards the dictatorship of the roletariat and Soviet govern. 
ment. Moreover, a proper un erstanding of these pr” 
les is articularly to be seen among proletarian ele 


ate hatred of the Opportunism and reformism of the ald hike sd 
Parties of the Second International That understandin is pits omrale® 
owing the more widespread among them, the more fami ones ol the du! 
is ey ome with the ex erience of Russia, Finland, ie ds for © ort 
Hungary, Latvia, Poland and Tmany, ys the dictat 
The Congress therefore considers it the du of all ke do. He sav 
Communists to do everything to help all proletarian Mass | te my We 


ut we actually mean t 
eal chss-conscious minor 
The enough, in the era of ; 


rf ements rather than intellectual, v0 ‘ 
1 urgeois elements away from anarchism, is a aut deh uherted Mi 
cTiterion of the Success of those Parties. we feture i, ; MAN e%4) 
Work er 
July 4, 1990 me Only a Bag pl 
Tse 
yblished on July 20, 1999 Collected Works <Minoriny ap it 
Now ig itchy Trerational 


Vol. 31, pp. 184-201 


the Role of the Communist Party 


Second Congress 
- rie Communist International 


Joly 23, 1920 


ades, I would like to make a few remarks concerning 
of Comrades Tanner and McLaine. Tanner 
at he stands for the dictatorship of the proletariat, but 
he does not see the dictatorship of the roletariat quite In 
the way we dO. He says that by the ictatorship of the 
proletariat we actually mean the dictatorship of the orga- 
nised and class-conscious minority of the proletariat. 

True enough, in the era of capitalism, when the masses of 
the workers are subjected to constant exploitation and 
cannot develop their human ca acities, the most characteris 
tic feature of working-class ip itical parties is that they can 

thei 


involve only a minority of r class. A political party can 
comprise only a minority of a class, in the same way as the 
really class-conscious workers in any capitalist society consti- 


tute only a minority of all workers. We are therefore obliged 


to recognise that it is only this class-conscious minority that 
can direct and lead the broad masses of the workers. And if 
Sioa Tanner says that he is opposed to parties, but at 
ee i time is In favour ofa minority that represents the 
po nig and most revolutionary workers showin the 
difference ate proletariat, then I say that there 1s really no 
thir st inoris etween us. What is this organised ngs If 
tastes, if iti 1s Eig class-conscious, if It is able to lead the 
the oxtex - Ka e to reply to every question that appears on 
comrades like uh day, then it is a party m reality. But if 
representatives aoe to whom we pay special heed as 
a certain exagge a mass movement — which cannot, without 
ritish Sociale ration, be said of the representatives of the 
there bein s Party —if these comrades are in favour of 
8 a minority that will fight resolutely for the 
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Comr 
the speeches © 


says t 


‘ letariat and will educate the mass 
senrorty glee Late lines, then this minority is i realy 
the wor ‘ioe a party. Comrade Tanner says that this minor) 
nothing ne and lead the entire mass of workers, , 
Oe ee and the other comrades of the Shop 
para’ roup and the Industrial Workers of the Worth 
es (hin and we see from the daily talks we have haq 
with thea that they do accept it— if they approve the ide, 


is exactly the meaning of all our resolutions. In that ¢ 
only difference between us lies in their avoidance 
word “party” because there exists among the Britis 
trades a certain mistrust 


ceive of political Parties only in the ima 
Gompers and Henderson, 


: Nt to touch y on in 
of the British ¢ ioe McLaine’s Speech. He jg in favour 
Party. | ve alten sprites Party affi iating to the Labour 
My theses ffilj TiexPressed inion On th 
pamphlet | : alfiliation Th rae . = in 

ational, 
€ Matter Fema en, Owever, after discussin 
Conclusion that d Comrades, I 8 
arty is the 6 ree he ee 
© dec ms “ tactic. But h ein thin th Labour 
remark quite’ 9 Be tes dogmat;, »-Omrad Tanner 
“Please us Bie Glace here, Wise Consider his 
furéelves,” hae i oP Unists €cide th Ramsay says 
ne 8To were 2 ational eestion or 
ecide his thi d some and Say; « “ oe if every 
Use of atter Urselyeg»5 Ww alnst ve it are in 
discuss), d ternation 1, - Pt t ould US to 
Politica] p aine . ok. nBres nd all ae 
C) i s ; is 
t Param ianis PPlies to oY ae he role of 
Party bees ¢YOlutio ‘Tue that - Ons an 
Pp ene affiliag ie ©Ction of 
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le. Perhaps it would be best to refer this 

ns of strUge mission, where it should be discussed and 

meron aa n decided at this very Congress of the 

adie and ternational. We cannot agree that it concerns 
‘ nist 


Comm British Communists. We must say, in general, which 
t 


tics. 

are the oe with some of Comrade McLaine’s argu- 

] will acre the question of the British Labour Party. 
ments conce frankly that the Party of Communists can join 
We must Paty only on condition that it preserves full 
the _ criticism and is able to conduct its own policy. 
a a supreme importance. When in this connection 
eke Serrati speaks of class collaboration, I affirm that 
this will not be class collaboration. When the Italian com- 
rades tolerate, in their party, opportunists like Turati and 
Co., ie., bourgeois elements, that is indeed class collabora- 
tion. In this instance, however, with regard to the British 
Labour Party, it is simply a matter of collaboration between 
the advanced minority of the British workers and their vast 
majority. Members st the Labour Party are all members of 
trade unions. It has a very unusual structure, to be found in 
no other country. It is an organisation that embraces four 
million workers out of the six or seven million organised in 
trade unions. They are not asked to state what their political 
opinions are. Let Comrade Serrati prove to me that anyone 
there will prevent us from exercising our right of criticism. 
Only by roving that, will you prove Comrade McLaine 


wrong, e British Socialist Party can quite freely call 
Henderson a traitor and yet remain in the Labour Party. 
Here we h 


; ave collaboration between 
working class and the rearguard, the ba 


collaboration 1S so important to the entire movement that we 
ya c8orically insist on the British Communists serving as a 
Sind wae the Party, that is, the minority of the working 
ncaa the rest of the workers. If the minority is unable to 
nat @ € masses and establish close links with them, then it is 
art Party, an 1s worthless in general, even if it calls itself a 

iiean the National Shop Stewards’ Committee —as far as 
National © € Shop Stewards’ Committees in Britain have a 
tenke Committee, a central body, and that is a step 
British 4 party. Consequently, until it is refuted that the 
operat; Our Party consists of roletarians, this is co- 

ae ion between the vanguard of the working class and the 
syste ard workers; if this co-operation is not carried on 
Ystematically, the Communist Party will be worthless and 
8429 


the vanguard of the 
ckward workers. This 
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there can be no question of the dictatorship of the 
letariat at all. If our Italian comrades cannot produ pr 
convincing arguments, we shall have to definitely Settle grt 
uestion later here, on the basis of what we know— any 
Shall come to the conclusion that affiliation is the 
tactic. 
in Tanner and Ramsay tell us that the majority . 
British Communists will not accept affiliation, But Must ye 
always agree with the majority? Not at all. If they have Soe 
yet understood which are the correct tactics, then ethaps i 
€ for 


time of two parties would be better than refusing to reply to 
the question as to which tactics are correct. Of course, actin 
on the experience of all Congress delegates and On the 
arguments that have been brought forward here, ou will 
not insist on passing a resolution, here and now, ca ling for 


We 
COrrec 


cannot, however, say that this question concerns Britain 
alone—that would mean copying the worst habits of the 
Second International. We Must express our Opinion frankly. 


mass party is not formed, a split is inevitable one way or 
another.* 


Bulletin of the Second Con ess Collected Works, 
of the Communist International Vol. 31, pp: 235-39 
lo. 5, August 5, 1920 
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Report of the Commission on the National 
the Colonial Questions 


at the Second Congress 
of the Communist International 


July 26, 1920 


shall confine myself to a brief introduction, 
after which Comrade Maring, who has been secretary to our 
commission, will give you a detailed account of the changes 
we have made in the theses. He will be followed by Comrade 
Roy, who has formulated the supplementary theses. Our 
commission have unanimously adopted both the preliminary 
theses,* as amended, and the supplementary theses. We have 
thus reached complete unanimity on all major issues. I shall 
now make a few fret remarks. 

First, what is the cardinal idea underlying our theses? It is 
the distinction between oppressed aad. oppressor nations. 
Unlike the Second International and bourgeois democracy, 
we emphasise this distinction. In this age of imperialism, it is 
particularly important for the proletariat and the Communist 
International to establish the concrete economic facts and to 
roceed from concrete realities, not from abstract postulates, 
in all colonial and national problems. 

The characteristic feature of imperialism consists in the 
whole world, as we now see, being divided into a large 
number of oppressed nations and an insignificant number oO 
oppressor nations, the latter possessing colossal wealth and 
powerful armed forces. The vast majorit of the world’s 
pepe, over a thousand million, perhaps even 1,250 
million people, if we take the total population of the world 
as 1,750 million, in other words, about 70 per cent of the 


world’s population, belong to the oppressed nations, which 
are either in a state of Aiecet colonial dependence or are 


semi-colonies, as, for example, Persia, Turkey and China, or 


Comrades, I 


See Collected Works, Vol. 81, pp. 144-51.— Ed. 
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else, conquered by some big imperialist power 
greatly dependent on that power by virtue of 1 .2¥© deco 
This idea of distinction, of dividing the nation ‘A treagit® 
sor and oppressed, runs through the theses S Into ns 
first theses published earlier over my signat Not o, ve 
those submitted by Comrade Roy. The latter ure, but alsy 
chiefly from the standpoint of the situation Mees frameq 
other big Asian countries oppressed by Britain Het an 
their great importance to us. "ENCED eg 

The second asic idea in our theses is that, in the r 
world situation following the imperialist war = sent 
relations between peoples and the world political system ° 
whole are determined by the struggle waged by a sak 
group of imperialist nations against the Soviet movemer, 
and the Soviet states headed by Soviet Russia. Unless we bie 
that in mind, we shall not be able to pose a single national or 
colonial problem correctly, even if it concerns a most 
outlying part of the world. The Communist parties, in 
civilised and backward countries alike, can pose and solve 
political problems correctly only if they make this postulate 
their starting-point. 

Third, I should like especially to emphasise the question of 

e bourgeois-democratic movement in backward countries. 
This is a question that has given rise to certain differences. 
We have discussed whether it would be right or wrong, in 
principle and in theory, to state that the Communist Interna- 
tional and the Communist parties must support the 
bourgeois-democratic movement in backward countries. As 4 
result of our discussion, we have arrived at the unanimous 
decision to speak of the national-revolutionary movement 
rather than of the “bourgeois-democratic” movement. It is 
beyond doubt that any national movement can only be 4 
bourgeois-democratic movement, since the overwhelming 
mass of the population in the backward countries consist : 
peasants who represent bourgeois-capitalist relationships: 
would be utopian to believe that prolstarian parties in tier 
backward countries, if indeed they can emerge in them, re 
pursue communist tactics and a communist policy, cere 
establishing definite relations with the peasant gee 
and without giving it effective support. However; the 0 x 
tions have been raised that, if we speak of the bour ge ns 
democratic movement, we shall be ob iterating all distinct 7 
between the reformist and the revolutionary movements. the 
that distinction has been very clearly revealed of late 2 list 
backward and colonial countries, since the impe!4@ 
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e is doing everything in its power to implant a 

ovement among the oppressed nations too. 
m been a certain rapprochement between the 

of the exploiting countries and that of the 
4 o that very often—perhaps even in most 
colonies, pourgeoisie of the oppressed countries, while it 
cases— es the national movement, is in full accord with 
does SUPP list bourgeoisie, i.e., joins forces with it against all 
the notary movements and revolutionary classes. This was 
tally proved in the commission, and we decided that 
da only correct attitude was to take this distinction into 
seen and, in nearly all cases, substitute the term “nation- 
al-revolutionary” for the term “bourgeois-democratic”. The 
significance of this change is that we, as Communists, should 
and will support bourgeois-liberation movements in the 
colonies only when they are genuinely revolutionary, and 
when their exponents do not hinder our work of educating 
and organising in a revolutionary spirit the peasantry and 
the masses of the exploited. If these conditions do not exist, 
the Communists in these countries must combat the 
reformist bourgeoisie, to whom the heroes of the Second 
International ites belong. Reformist parties already exist in 
the colonial countries, and in some cases their spokesmen 
call themselves Social-Democrats and socialists. The distinc- 
tionI have referred to has been made in all the theses with the 
result, I think, that our view is now formulated much more 
precisely. 

Next, I would like to make a remark on the sub 
peasants’ Soviets. The Russian Communists’ practical ac- 
uvities in the former tsarist colonies, in such backward 
countries as Turkestan, etc., have confronted us with the 
question of how to apply the communist tactics and policy in 
pre-capitalist conditions. The preponderance of pre-capitalist 
relationships is still the main determining feature in these 
countries, 


S, so that there can be no question of a purely 
proletarian movement in them. There is practically no 
pdustrial proletariat in these countries. Nevertheless, we 
ded ymin we must assume, the role of leader even 
fees 4 Xperience has shown us that tremendous difficulties 

.'0 be surmounted in these countries. However, the 
Practical results of our work have also shown that despite 
these difficulties we are in a position to inspire in the masses 
an urge for independent political thinking and independent 
Political action, even where a proletariat is practically non- 

xistent. This work has been more difficult for usthan it will 


ject of 
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r -European Countries, . 
be for pepe — peer in the work its Ih 
Russia the e re all readily be understood that Peasant 
administratio aivione of semi-feudal de endence can easily 
living in pat ive effect to the idea o Soviet OTB ANIsation 
assimilate ps wi that the oppressed Masses, those w © are 
It is also aie éuly ‘by merchant capital but also b the 
exploited, ind by a state based on feudalism, can Apply this 
feudalists, an $ y of organisation, in their conditions too, 
weapon, en ae organisation is a simple one, and ; 
The idea o t only to proletarian, but also to peasant feudal 
oh ppaatees Sar laters. Our experience in this Tespect is 
and semi- pec considerable. However, the debate in the 
not as yet “iY whi, several representatives from colonial 
pomuisien partlineted. demonstrated convincingly that the 
co 


Communist International’s theses should point out that 


ioi in this 
for our practical work. So far our joint ex poeta ae: 
respect has not been extensive, but more and m 


ee 
el 
etariat of the advanced countries can and should give help 


. ‘ . in the 
€Te was quite a lively debate on this —o te or 
ission, not only in connection with the theses I sig 


» Ss, 
ut still more in connection with Comrade Roy’s these 
which he will defend here, 


were unanimously adopted 


€ question was Posed as follows: are we to Sonal 
correct the assertion that the capitalist stage of siaguamge a 
evelopment js inevitable for backward nations now on one 
ation and among whom a certain advan 
is to b 


towards progress © seen since the war? We replied in 


egative. If the victorious revolutionary Proletariat con- 
the 0 Btematic propaganda among them, and the Soviet 
doc eT rerits come to their aid with all 
pies 


neir t the means at their 
‘posal in that event it will be mistaken to assume that the 
i ward peoples must inevitably go through the ca italist 


e of development. Not only should we Create indepen- 
ac contingents of fighters and party organisations in the 
colonies and the backward countries, not only at once launch 


ropaganda for the organisation of peasants’ Soviets and 
Lie to adapt them to the pre-capitalist conditions, but the 
Communist International should advance the Proposition, 
with the appropriate theoretical grounding, that with the aid 
of the proletariat of the advanced countries, backward 
countries can go over to the Soviet system and, through 
certain stages of development, to communism, without hav- 
ing to pass through the capitalist stage. 

The necessary means for this cannot be indicated in 
advance. These will be prompted by practical experience. It 
has, however, been definitely established that the idea of the 
Soviets is understood by the mass of the working people in . 
even the most remote nations, that the Soviets should be 
adapted to the conditions of a pre-capitalist social system, 
and that the Communist parties choull immediately begin 
work in this direction in A parts of the world. 

I would also like to emphasise the importance of revolution- 
ary work by the Communist parties, not only in their own, 
but also in the colonial countries, and particularly among the 
‘troops employed by the exploiting nations to keep the 
colonial peoples in subjection. 

Comrade Quelch of the British Socialist Party spoke of this 
m our commission. He said that the rank-and-file British 
worker would consider it treasonable to help the enslaved 
Nations in their uprisings against British rule. True, the 
egos and chauvinist-minded labour aristocrats of Britain 
and America present a very great danger to socialism, and 
are a bulwark of the Second International. Here we are 
Confronted with the greatest treachery on the part of leaders 
and workers belonging to this bourgeois International. The 
colonial question has been discussed in the Second Interna- 
onal as well, The Basle Manifesto™® is quite clear on this 
Point, too. The Parties of the Second International have 
Pledged themselves to revolutionary action, but they have 
8ven no Sign of genuine revolutionary work or of assistance 
to the exploited and dependent nations in their revolt 
48ainst the Oppressor nations. This, I think, applies also to 


most of the parties that have withdrawn from th 
International and wish to Join the Third Internati, Secong 
Must proclaim this publicly for all to ear, Pir q 
irrefutable. We shall see if any attempt is made tod 

All these considerations have formed the basis “ay i 
resolutions, which undoubtedly are too len hy ta Oy 
nevertheless, I am sure, prove of use and will pron wil 
development and organisation of genuine Tevolutio, 
work in connection with the national and the colons) 
questions. And that is our principal task. 
Bulletin of the Second Congress Collected Wi 
of the Communist International Vol. 31, Pp. 240-45 
lo. 6, August 7, 19290 


letter to the Austrian Communists 


The Austrian Communist Party has decided to boycott the 
elections to the bourgeois-democratic parliament. The Sec- 
ond Congress of the Communist International which ended 
recently recognised as the correct tactics Communist partici- 
pation in elections to and the activities in bourgeois parlia- 
ments. ; ; ; 

Judging ge reports of the Austrian Communist eg be 
delegates, I have no doubt that it will set a decision by the 
Communist International above that of one of the parties.** 
Neither can it be doubted that the Austrian Social- 
Democrats, those traitors to socialism who have gone over to 
the bourgeoisie, will gloat over the Communist International 
decision, which is at variance with the Austrian Communist 
Party’s boycott decision. However, politically-conscious work- 
ers will, of course, pay no heed to the malicious glee of 


bors Austrian Social Democrats are behaving in the 
- OUTgeois parliament, as in all spheres of their “work”, 
“ir own press, in the manner of pett -bourgeois 

e , 
in Ose who are capable only of spineless vacillation, while 
ey are totally dependent on the capitalist class. We 
fon oe enter bourgeois parliaments in order to unmask 
thorough} Tostrums the deception practised by these 
Workere 4» Corrupt capitalist institutions, which dupe the 

8 and all working people. 
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One of the Austri 


_ t an Communists’ a 
Ucipation in the Ourgeois parliament’ dG. Sains Par 
more carefy] consideration Here jt 7 


] € taken in earnest. That is why the Ge 
different tactics,” 


V People (not on! 
roletarians and smal 


ourgeois-democratic 
Tr Supe the workers, we must 
tform which the backward 


roletarians, but also semi- 
ave confidence in the 


wer and hold elections, with working people alone ag 
bor their Soviets against the bourgeoisie; as ca va bac 
bourgeoisie exercise state power and call upon the ye . 
classes of the population to take on Ee po Aon es 
i ty bound to take part in the : Ie 
adie of conducting agitation among all ee one 
: roletarians. As long as the 4 
not only among p the @utkets, 
arliament remains a means of oo pd Cul 
. “democracy” are used to cover up {1 ily 
phrases about “de ; eed (the particula 
swindling and oe ae = ee bouigenide practises 
“cs ” d oO rn ery 5 h re to 
hel Piped ed M.P.s, lawyers, and others Sab. we 
with regar wide a scale as in the bourgeois par onan 
oo nite are in duty bound to be in this neal coved 
Communis osed to express the people’s will but a ingly expose 
igri Fi oe of the people by the wealthy) to hae i Aes ers 
ol oat each and every ca rs. It is 
this deception, and othe caustalitis, against the _ Sand 
- and Co.’s a relations between ok aa the 
i liament tha frequently and i 
groups manifest themselves mos equenty society. Tha 
relations obyets a arliament, from wi the relation 
eae 4 bourgeois p truth about ers 
why it is in the an the people the ¢ f the landown 
Ser eI parties, and the attitude o 
w 
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labourers, of the rich peasants to the poor peasants, 
s capital to employees and petty proprietors, etc. 

of big © P letariat must know all this, so as to learn to see 

ae all the vile and refined machinations of the capital- 

throug to learn to influence the petty-bourgeois masses, the 

jsts, an tarian masses of the working people. Without this 


to the farm 


-prole ; ; 
Lani ” the proletariat cannot cope successfully with the 
as af the dictatorship of the proletariat, for even then the 
tas rom its new position (that of a deposed 


isie, operatin 

ee vil pes ste in different forms and in different 
fields, its policy of duping the peasants, of bribing and 
intimidating employees, of covering up its self-seeking and 
unsavoury aspirations with phrases about “democracy”. 

No, the Austrian Communists will not be frightened by the 
malicious glee of the Renners and similar lackeys of the 
bourgeoisie. The Austrian Communists will not be afraid to 
declare their open and forthright recognition of internation- 
al proletarian discipline. We are proud that we settle the 
great problems of the workers’ struggle for their se 
by submitting to the international discipline of the revolution- 
ary proletariat, with due account of the experience of the 
workers in different countries, reckoning with their knowledge 
and their will, and thus iving effect in decd (and not in word, 
as the Rennérs, Fritz ‘Adlers and Otto Bauers do) to the unity 
of the workers’ class struggle for communism throughout the 


world. 
N. Lenin 
August 15, 1990 
Published in German 
in Die Rote Fahne (Vienna) Collected Works, 
No. 396, August 31, 1990 Vol. 31, pp. 267-69 


First published in Russian 
in 1925 in Lenin Miscellany IV 


Speech in Defence of the Tactics 
of the Communist International 

at the Third Congress 
of the Communist International 


July 1, 1921 


Comrades! I ene regret that I must confine myself to 
self-defence. (Laughter.) | say Spd regret, because after 
acquainting myself with Comrade erracini’s speech and the 
amendments introduced by three delegations, I should ve 
much like to take the offensive, for, properly speaking, offen. 
sive operations are essential against the views defended by 
Terracini and these three delegations. If the Congress is not 
going to wage a vigorous offensive ae such errors, against 
such “Leftist” stupidities, the whole movement is doomed. 
That is my deep conviction. But we are organised and 
disciplined Marxists. We cannot be satisfied with speeches 
against individual comrades. We Russians are already sick and 
tired of these Leftist phrases. We are men of organisation. 
In drawing up our plans, we must roceed in an organised 
way and try to find the correct line. It is, of course, no secret 
that our theses are a compromise. And why not? Among 
Communists, who have already convened their Third Con- 
gress and have worked out definite fundamental ‘abe 
compromises under certain conditions are necessary. ee 
theses, put forward by the Russian delegation, were an 
and prepared in the most careful way and were the Se ae 
long arguments and meetings with various nee oe 
aim at establishing the basic line of the Communist In atk 
tional and are especially necessary now after we nee Is 
formally condemned the real Centrists but have expe a en 
from the Party. Such are the facts. I have to stand up i a 
theses. Now, when Terracini comes forward and says an 
must continue the fight against the Centrists, and gor es 
tell how it is intended to wage the fight, I say that i a 
amendments denote a definite trend, a relentless fight 3B st 
this trend is essential, for otherwise there is no commu he 
and no Communist International. I am surprised Ee ad 
German Communist Workers’ Party © has not put its eet 
to these amendments. (Laughter.) Indeed, just listen to 
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Terracini is defending pe sei : amendments say. They 
pegin in this way: n page ¢, column 1, line 19, the word 
a ity’ should be deleted.” Majority! That is extremely 

s! (Laughter.) Then further: instead of the words 
sitions’, insert ‘aims’”’. Basic propositions and 
aims are two different things; even the anarchists will agree 
with us about aims, because they too stand for the abolition of 
exploitation and class distinctions. 

P have met and talked with few anarchists in my life, but 
all the same I have seen enough of them. I sometimes 
ded in reaching agreement with them about aims, but 
never as regards principles. Principles are not an aim, a 
programme, a tactic or a theory. Tactics and theory are not 

rinciples. How do we differ from the anarchists on princi- 

les? The principles of communism consist in the establish- 
ment of the dictatorship of the proletariat and in the use of 
state coercion in the transition period. Such are the principles 
of communism, but they are not its aim. And the comrades 
who have tabled this proposal have made a mistake. 

Secondly, it is stated there: “the word ‘majority’ should be 
deleted.” Read the whole passage: 

“The Third Congress of the Communist International is setting out to 
review questions of tactics under conditions when in a whole number of 
countries the objective situation has become aggravated in a revolutionary 
sense, and when a whole number of communist mass parties have been 
organised, which, incidentally, in their actual revolutionary struggle have 
nowhere taken into their hands the virtual leadership of the majority of the 
working class.” 


succee 


And so, they want the word “majority” deleted. If we cannot 
agree on such simple things, then I do not understand how we 
can work together and lead the proletariat to victory. Then it is 
not at all surprising that we cannot reach agreement on the 
aah of principles either. Show me a party which has 
already won the majority of the working class. Terracini did 
not even think of adducing any example. Indeed, there is no 
such example. 

And so, the word “aims” is to be put instead of “princi- 
ples”, and the word “majority” is to be deleted. No, thank 
ny We shall not do it. Even the German party — one of the 

est—does not have the majority of the working class 
behind it. That is a fact. We, who face a most severe 
struggle, are not afraid to utter this truth, but here you have 
three delegations who wish to begin with an untruth, for if 
the Congress deletes the word “majority” it will show that it 
wants an untruth. That is quite clear. 


ty Ged 


following amendment: “On pa 

eee Oe te me words ‘Open Letter’,%6 etc, short ‘ 
cutee » 'T have already heard one speech toda in ich 
delete the same idea. But there it was quite Natura], “ 
A soy cock of Comrade Hempel, a member of the Germs: 
end a Workers’ Party. He said: “The Open Letter’ “a 
att act of opportunism.” To my deep reget and shame 
have already heard such views privately. But when, 
Congress, after such prolonged debate, the Open Lette 


e 
; d ‘ is 
declared opportunist —that is a shame and a Isgrace! And 


the 


communist movement; he will ne 


failed to learn that much during 
revolution, 


ver learn anything if he has 
the three years of the great 


< €choslovakia. Here there are 27 
amendments, and if ] ad a mind to criticise them I should, 
like some orators, have t 


Ours... We have heard 


. e€ . 
Communist Party has 300,000-400,000 members, and that it 
IS Essential to 


Win over the Majority, to create an invincible 
orce and continue enlisti ses of workers. Terra- 
cini is pinyis Prepared to attack. He Says: if there are 
already 400,000 workers in the Party, why should we want 
more? Delete! (Laughter. ) He is afraid of the word “masses” 
and Sour be eradicate jt. Comrade Terracini has understood 
= ma . of fhe T€volution. In ussia, we were a 
€ Soviets’ of Woe yhad With us th addition the’ majority of 
€ country, ries: “Quice t, Ror ipl Deputies en sate 
the sort? We had wit us almost a the arave vena ns 
: ; : he 
Majority of the army behind = hon? You really have } 
€se views of Combade Tertact ¢ are sharer tienes ie 
Omething ig “Tong in the nternational! 
130 


nen we must Say: Bh ad There must be a decisive fight! 
otherwise the Communist International is lost.” (Animation. 

On the basis of my experience I must say, although I am 
taking UP 2 defensive ponte (laughter), that the aim and the 

rinciple of my speech consist in defence of the resolution 
nd theses proposed by our delegation. It would, of course, 
be pedantic to say that not a letter in them must be altered. I 
have had to read many resolutions and I am well aware that 
very good amendments could be introduced in every line of 
them. But that would be pedantry. If, nevertheless, I declare 
now that in a apne sense not a single letter can be altered, 
it is because the amendments, as I see them, are of a quite 
definite political nature and because they lead us along a 
ath that is harmful and dangerous to the Communist 
F ternational. Therefore, I and all. of us and the Russian 
delegation must insist that not a single letter in the theses is 
altered. We have not only condemned our Right-wing 
elements—we have expelled them. But if, like Terracini, 
people turn the fight against the Rightists into a sport, then 
we must say: “Stop! Otherwise the danger will become too 
grave!” 

Terracini has defended the theory of an offensive strug- 
gle. In this connection the notorious amendments eee a 
ormula two or three pages long. There is no need for us to 
read them. We know what they say. Terracini has stated the 
issue quite clearly. He has defended the theory of an 
offensive, pointing out “dynamic tendencies” and the “tran- 
sition from passivity to activity”. We in Russia have already 
had adequate political experience in the struggle against the 
Centrists. As es as fifteen years ago, we were waging a 
struggle against our opportunists and Centrists, and also 
against the Mensheviks, and we were victorious not only over 
the Mensheviks, but also over the semi-anarchists. 

If we had not done this, we would not have been able to 
retain power in our hands for three and a half years, or 
even for three and a half weeks, and we would not have 

en able to convene communist congresses here. “Dynamic 
tendencies”, “transition from passivity to activity”— these 
are all phrases the Left Socialist-Revolutionaries had used 
against us. Now they are in prison, defending there the 

aims of communism” and thinking of the “transition from 
assivity to activity”. (Laughter.) The line of reasoning fol- 
Owed in the proposed amendments is an impossible one, 
because they contain no Marxism, no political experience, 
and no reasoning. Have we in our theses elaborated a 
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general theory of the revolutionary Sienetyet Has Radek ; 
anyone of us committed such a _ lity? We have spolee or 
the theory of an offensive in relation to a quite defing! 
country and at a quite definite period. 

From our struggle against the Mensheviks we can sina 
instances showing that even before the first revolution theta 
were some who doubted whether the Si a arty 
ought to conduct an offensive. If such doubts assaife any 
Social-Democrat —as we all called ourselves at that time — we 
ainst him and said that he was zy 


took up the struggle a 
onportantst, that pi did not understand anything of Mar. 
ism and the dialectics of the revolutionary party. Is it Teally 


possible for a party to dispute whether a revolutionary 
offensive is permissible in general? To find such examples in 
this country one would have to go back some fifteen years. If 
there are Centrists or disguised Centrists who dispute the 
theory of the offensive, they should be immediately expelled. 
That question cannot give rise to disputes. But the fact that 
even now, after three years of the Communist International, 
we are arguing about “dynamic tendencies”, about the “transi- 
tion from passivity to activity” — that is a shame and a disgrace. 
We do not have any dispute about this with Comrade 
Radek, who drafted these theses jointly with us. Perhaps it 
was not quite correct to begin talking in Germany about the 
theory of the revolutionary ciisasiees when an actual offensive 
had not been prepared. Nevertheless the March action™ was 
a great step forward in spite of the mistakes of its leaders. 
But this does not matter. Hundreds of thousands of workers 
fought heroically. However courageously the German Com- 
munist Workers’ Party fought against the bourgeoisie, we 
must peat what Comrade Radek said in a Russian article 
about Hélz. If anyone, even an anarchist, fights heroically 
against the bourgeoisie, that is, of course, a great thing; but 
. ie a iP forward if hundreds of thousands fight 
Ri ieee Provocation of the social-traitors and against 
It is very import oe ‘ ; 

began with that. If anyone aier °F Ones rnistakes, Ue 
hundreds of thousands have tak ae ee st 
this struggle and behaves like en part, comes out a “ee 
expelled. ind that is what Levi, then he should be 
lesson from this. Had we on done. But we must draw 4 
(Radek: “We had not even any Se iy for an offensive? 
only newspaper articles talked 4 ared for defence.”) Indee 
applied to the March het Of an offensive. This theory 4S 
on in Germany in 1921 was 
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_ orrect— We have to admit that—but, it general, the 
jncO of the revolutionary offensive is not at all false. 
he ere victorious in Russia, and with such ease, because 

ms ared for our revolution during the imperialist war. 
we pee the first condition. Ten million workers and 
That a in Russia were armed, and our slogan was: an 
per diate eace at all costs. We were victorious because the 
Se abe ad the peasants were revolutionarily disposed against 
pe big landowners. The Socialist-Revolutionaries, the adher- 
on a the Second and the Two-and-a-Half Internationals, 
were a big peasant party in November 1917. They de- 
manded revolutionary methods but, like true heroes of the 
Second and the Two-and-a-Half Internationals, lacked the 
courage to act in a_ revolutionary way. In August and 
September 1917 we said: “Theoretically we are fighting the 
Socialist-Revolutionaries as we did before, but practically we 
are ready to accept their programme because only we are 
able to put it into effect.” We did just what we said. The 
peasantry, ill-disposed towards us in November 1917, after 
our victory, who sent a majority of Socialist-Revolutionaries 
into the Constituent Assembly, were won over by us, if not in 
the course of a few days—as I mistakenly expected and 
predicted—at any rate in the course of a few weeks. The 
difference was not great. Can you point out any country in 
Europe where you could win over the majority of the 
peasantry in the course of a few weeks? Italy eo 
(Laughter.) If it is said that we were victorious in Russia in 
spite of not having a big party, that only proves that those 
who say it have not understood the Russian revolution and 
that they have absolutely no understanding of how to 
prepare for a revolution. 

Our first step was to create a real Communist Party so as 
to know whom we were talking to and whom we could fully 
trust. The slogan of the First and Second congresses was 

Down with the Centrists!” We cannot hope to master even 
the ABC of communism, unless all along the line and 
throughout the world we make short shrift of the Centrists 
re semi-Centrists, whom in Russia we call Mensheviks. Our 
beat : to create a genuinely revolutionary party and to 
i oe ar the Mensheviks. But that is | a preparatory 
Coed € are already convening the Thir Congress, and 

e Terracini keeps saying that the task of the pre- 
feo school consists in hunting out, pursuing and expos- 
ale pgs and semi-Centrists. No, thank you! We have 
eady done this long enough. At the Second Congress we 
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said that the Centrists are our enemies. But, w 
» We 

forward really. The second stage, after organigj mu 
party, consists in learning to prepare for revo cate, 4 , 
countries we have not even learned how to ase m any 
leadership. We were victorious in Russia not on} rhe he 
the undisputed majority of the working class was a “CCAUse 
(during the elections in 1917 the overwhelming pa, Side 
the workers were with us against the Mensheviks) et of 
because half the army, immediately after our ee also 
ower, and nine-tenths of the peasants, in the vee of 
some weeks, came over to our side; we were victor} . 
because we adopted the agrarian programme of the Social :. 
Revolutionaries instead of our own, and put it into effect 
Our victory lay in the fact that we carried out the Socialis 
Revolutionary programme; that is why this victory was 5 
easy. Is it possible that you in the West can have such 
illusions? It is ridiculous! Just compare the concrete 
economic conditions, Comrade Terracini and all of you who 
have signed the proposed amendments! In spite of the fact 
that the majority so rapidly came to be on our side, the 
difficulties confronting us after our victory were very great. 
Nevertheless we won through because we kept in mind not 
only our aims but also our principles, and did not tolerate in 
our Party those who kept silent about principles but talked 
of aims, “dynamic tendencies” and the “transition from 
passivity to activity”. Perhaps we shall be blamed for prefer- 
ring to keep such gentlemen in prison. But dictatorship is 
impossible in any other way. We must prepare for dictator- 
ship, and this consists in combating such phrases -and such 
amendments. (Laughter.) Throughout, our theses speak © 
the masses. But, comrades, we need to understand what Is 
meant by masses. The German Communist Workers’ Party, 
_ the Left-wing comrades, misuse this word. But Comrade 
. Terracini, too, and all those who have signed these amend- 
ments, do not know how the word “masses” should be read. 

I have been speaking too long as it is; hence I wish to say 


only a few words about the concept of “masses”. It is on€ 
that changes in accordance with the changes in the age = 
k only 


the struggle. At the beginning of the struggle it too 
few thousand genuinely revolutionary workers to 
talk of the masses. If the party succeeds in drawing into the 
struggle not only its own members, if it also succeeds 12 
arousing non-party people, it is well on the way to winning 
the masses. During our revolutions there were instances 
when several thousand workers represented the masses. ‘” 


warrant 
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; of our movement, and of our struggle against the 
the history you will find many examples where several 
Menshew! workers in a town were enough to give a clearly 
thousa” racter to the movement. You have a mass when 
mass sr andl non-party workers, who usually live a 
several t life and drag out a miserable existence, and who 
pian heard anything about politics, begin to act in a 
ave monary way. If the movement spreads and intensifies, 
poe ally develops into a real revolution. We saw this in 
it gra nd 1917 during three revolutions, and you too will 
19 ee o through ail this. When the revolution has been 
haviciently repared, the concept “masses” becomes differ- 
on several thousand workers no longer constitute the 
anes: This word begins to denote something else. The 
concept of “masses” undergoes a change so that it implies 
the majority, and not simply a vie ea of the workers alone, 
but the majority of all the =e oited. Any other kind of 
interpretation is impermissible for a revolutionary, and any 
other sense of the word becomes incomprehensible. It is 
possible that even a small party, the British or American 
party, for ern after it has thoroughly studied the 
course of politica echageel Gio and become acquainted with 
the life and customs of the non-party masses, will at a 
favourable moment evoke a revolutionary movement (Com- 
rade Radek has pointed to the miners’ strike as a good 
example). You will have a mass movement if such a party 
comes forward with its slogans at such a moment and 
succeeds in getting millions of workers to follow it. I would 
not altogether deny that a revolution can be started by a very 
small party and brought to a victorious conclusion. But one 
must have a knowledge of the methods by which the masses 
can be won over. For this thoroughgoing preparation of 


revolution is essential. But here you have comrades coming 
forward with th 


€ assertion that we should immediately give 
wh the demand for “big” masses. They must be challenged. 
i thoroughgoing reparation you will not achieve 
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uropean ss—] use the term “working class in its West- 
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—but also the majority of the working and exploited 
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| mbol of faith, world outlook)—title of a document publis i 
- & expounding the main 4 0 lon of Economism, Bs o mech 
ist trend which arose at the end of the last Century among a section of the 
Russian Social-Democrats. The Economists claimed that the political 
struggle ans tsarism should be waged mainly by the liberal bourgeoisie 

and aa e workers should confine themselves to economic struggle for 

better working conditions, higher wages, etc. The Economists opposed the 
establishment of an independent working-class political party and denied 
the importance of revolutionary theory for the labour movement. In 
his book What Is To Be Done?, published in 1902, and in other works 


Lenin pore that the Economists’ views were totally untenable and 
harmful, p.7 


* Narodnaya Volya (People’s Will)—a secret revolutionary organisation 
founded in 1879. Its members resorted to individual terroristic methods 
in their struggle against tsarism, made attempts on the life of a number of 
tsarist officials and on March I, 1881 assassinated Tsar Alexander a They 
were wrong in thinking that a-small group of revolutionaries cou Sos i 
power and destroy the egret without relying on oe ied 
Uonary movement. In the late 1880s the organisation ceas ok 


3 r international 

* Bernsteinism—an opportunist trend in the Gesnan  atbenacel, 
socialist movement, initiated by Bernstein, a pr the basic principles of 
whose main demand was revision and annulment wand the diceatorthip of 
Tevolutionary Marxism-on the socialist revehat Social-Democrats onl 
the proletariat. It was essentially a igo only strive for some reforms 
Tenounce the struggle for socialism an Y Pp. 


within the framework of capitalist society. 
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Pe General Rules o 
ere incipal_ proposition of aie by Karl Marx. (See 
Lenin quotes the principal | proPer ation, W 9, p. 386.) p- 
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went over to the bourgeois rag ies After the February 1917 f 
democratic revolution, the S.R. " ers entered the bour cai, pour | 
Government, pursued a policy ol suppresaing the peasant m ver iong 
wholly supported the bourgeoisie and landowners jn their f Me 
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oa the Mor of the October Socialist €volution the §.R.. Tevolitig 


a “ri a : took 
the armed struggle waged by the counter revolutionary bou Part 


i Tgeoj in 
landowners against the Soviet people. Be0isie and 
i P. 13 
§ Rabocheye Dyelo-ists— Economists. 


Rabocheye Dyelo— magazine published by the Economists, 
New-Iskrists—Mensheviks. 

Iskra (Spark)—first all-Russia Marxist revolutionary newspaper, — 
by Lenin in 1900. In 1903, at the Second Congress of the RSDLp. 
Party split into the revolutionary (Bolshevik) and the opportunist (Nfer” 
shevik) trends, and Iskra fell into the hands of the Mensheviks, It 


: pat Was then 
called Novaya Iskra (New Iskra), in contrast to the Leninist old Iskra, 
7 The reference is to Lenin’s What Is To Be Done?. 9 > 


8 The December uprising—a Moscow workers’ armed uprising against the 
autocracy in December 1905. For nine days, the workers, headed by the 
Moscow Social-Democrats— Bolsheviks — heroically fought at the. bar. 
ricades against tsarist troops. The government managed to suppress the 
uprising only when fresh troops arrived from St. Petersburg; the uprisin 
was ruthlessly crushed: workers’ districts were drowned in blood an 
thousands of workers in the city and its suburbs were killed. p28 

» Fighting squads—workers’ armed detachments formed to fight tsarism in 
the big cities and industrial centres of Russia in the 1905 revolution. They 


Squads consisted of represen- 
y Social-Democrats, Socialist- 
s of other parties. p. 28 
10 

I i i ; . 

an ies is Russian revolutionar proletariat staged a nation- 

The ain 1 uk €. All mills, factories et railways came to a standstill. 

8 a! ny anoued to the gre strength the working class. On 

constitution ‘and f el was forced to issue a Manifesto promising @ 

promises turned out ees Speech, assembly and the press. The tsat’s 
tee ie ig raud and were never fulfilled. p. 29 
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: guetta edition in January 
nitiv! 
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15 The Te 41906. vs 
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e is to the elections to the State Duma. 
16 The referenc representative assembly the tsarist government 
State Duma—rep 5 

ee convene as a result of the 1905 revolution, nominally a 

forced 10 body, but without effective power. The elections to the Duma 

NS "hieth, equal, nor universal. The working people’s electoral 

ve . like those of the non-Russian nationalities inhabiting the country, 

rights, onsiderably restricted. Most of the workers and seni were not 

Wiad to vote at all. According to the electoral law of December 11 (24), 

$905 one landowner vote was equal to three bourgeois votes, 15 peasant 
Stes, and 45 workers’ votes. 

The First Duma (April-July 1906) and the Second Duma (February- 
June 1907) were dissolved by the tsarist government. After the June 3, 
1907 coup the government passed a new electoral law which further 
curtailed the electoral rights of workers, peasants and the urban petty 
bourgeoisie and gave the reactionary bloc of landowners and big capitalists 
in the Third (1907-12) and the Fourth (1912-17) Dumas full sway. p. 36 


17 ‘The Black Hundreds— monarchist gangs organised by the tsarist police to 
fight the revolutionary movement. They assassinated revolutionaries, 
attacked progressive intellectuals and organised Jewish pogroms. p, 36 


18 Cadets—members of the Constitutional-Democratic Party of the Russian 
liberal bourgeoisie, set up in 1905. The Cadets wanted a constitutional 
monarchy in Russia. During the first Russian revolution of 1905-07, the 
Cadets called themselves “the people’s freedom party”, but actually 
betrayed the people’s interests by secretly negotiating with the tsarist 
government to strangle the revolution. The Cadets strove for power, and 
on the main points of home and foreign policy they supported tsarism. 

During the imperialist war of 1914-17, the Cadet leaders, Milyukoy 
among them, were the chief ideologists of the expansionist policy of the 
Russian imperialist bourgeoisie. After the February 1917 revolution, the 
Cadets entered the bourgeois Provisional Government and fought the 
pores and peasants’ revolutionary movement; they stood up for large 

nded estates. They tried to force the people to continue the imperialist 
war. After the victory of the October Socialist Revolution, the Cadets 
took part in the armed counter-revolutionary action against Soviet — 

19 : 
int Renovators— members of the Party of Peaceful Renovation, a 
1906. T-revolutionary party of the bourgeoisie and landowners, set up 1n 


p- 37 


20 
Trudoviks the Trudovik ‘ Siac 
i 4 oup—a group in the State Duma, consistin| 
Fp peasants and ther petty: rpenls democrats. They demande: 
tsar’ the land belonging to the landowners, state, monasteries and the 
satis family should be transferred to the peasants, the estates and 
- ational He ig 2d be abolished, and universal suffrage granted. 
© Trudoviks, however, often went back on the principles of con- 
ge 
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read within a small 
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recall of the Social-Democratic de uties from the 
grour demanded the reca e they formed a 
The otzovists insi- 
Operative societies 
ss legal and semi-legal organisations, They strove to limit 
and other mele Tek Under the cover of Tevolutionary” phrases, the 
themselves t0 .) the Party’s contacts with broad section 


hereby weakenine go we workers, 

from the masses, thereby weakening it. Lenin sharply 

aed them and called them a “new type of liquidators”, “inside out 
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Mensheviks’ . 

% Golos Sotsial-Demokrata (Voice of a Social-Democrat)— newspaper of the 

Menshevik liquidators. age 
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p. 52 
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revolution. p. 58 
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among the working masses grew. At the 1890 elections 
to the Reichstag, the Social-Demo 
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Nti-Socialist Law. 


p. 60 
sete articles for legal ublications, i.e., those that were subject to the 
tsarist, Censorship, Lenin Iba to resort to “Aeso ean language”. Here, 
Peaking about * d of proper organisation”, Lenin had in 
a which opposed party allegiance and - PA 


who adhered to li- 


ois parties 
cal platform, 
Democrats of the Lettish territory, 

onism. ish Workers’ Union of 
F Bund—the abbreviation for the General Jewish Worker: : 

Lithuania, Poland and Russia. tt wis organised in 1897 and united yaar ped 
€Wwish artisans in the western regions of Russia. The ae eon it 

PPortunist, Menshevik policy; after the defeat of the 1905-07 rev 

J©ined the liquidators. 


p. 69 
35 Zhivoye Dyelo (Living Cause) —a liquidators’ newspaper published in St. 
Petersburg in 1919. 
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. ial- ts, Bolsheviks, headed } 
37 Anti-liquidators— revolutionary Social-Democra y 
ae (Forward)—the name of the otzovists’ group. p. 69 
ik liqui ; da published 
*® The reference is to the Menshevik liquidators newspaper Pravda publishe 
by Trotsky in Vienna from 1908 to 1919. 


p. 69 

® The legal Bolshevik daily, Pravda, first appeared in St. Petersburg on April 
22 (May 5), 1919. Pp. 70 
* Nasha Zarya (Our Dawn)—a liquidators’ magazine. p. 71 
an Teference to Socialist-Revolutionaries. p. 71 
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1918, the First Congress of the Communist Party of 

, cembet 4 the uestion of whether to take part in the elections to 
6 0n Det discussee av Karl Liebknecht and Rosa Luxemburg favoured 
rma nal Assem sted on the need to use the parliamentary rostrum in 

the tion and er onsty slogans among the masses. The majority of the 
pe g revoluti 0 participate in the elections to the National 


_ however refused to Pp: 
ng : a adopted a resolution to that effect. >. 79 
S 


: en the February 1917 revolution and 1919, Part 
# Jn the period red as follows: b the Seventh All-Russia Conference of 
membership (Bolsheviks) in April 1917, the Party had 80,000 members; 
RS.D.L. Congress of the KS.D.LP(B), in Tol Aacust 1917, their 
by the ao 940,000; by the Seventh Congress of the R.C.P.(B.) in March 


918—at least 970,000, and by the Eighth Congress of the R.C.P.(B.) in 
ak 1919—313,766 Party members. p. 81 
47 Industrial. Workers of the World (I.W.W.)—a US. workers’ organisation 


founded in 1905. Anarcho-syndicalist views, boiling down to the rejection 
of political struggle, were widespread among its leaders and members. 
1914-18, the 1.W.W. actively opposed the imperialist war and was 
subjected to brutal repressions. At that time, its membership was over 
100,000. Pointing to the fact that it was a “profoundly proletarian mass 
movement”, Lenin criticised the erroneous political line of the Left 
sectarian 1.W.W. leaders, who refused to work among the masses in the 
reactionary trade unions, and opposed participation in bourgeois parlia- 
ments. 
Later, the really revolutionary elements withdrew from the I.W.W., 
leaving it as a small sectarian organisation without influence among the 
workers’ masses. p. 88 


On the Bolsheviks’ use of boycott in 1905, see Note 44. 

__ The Bolsheviks also used Lopeott tactics over the First Duma, convened 
in are 1906. Subsequently, Lenin admitted that the State Duma in 1906 
should not have been boycotted, because the situation differed from that 
in 1905 and the revolution was at its ebb. “The Bolshevik boycott of 
parliament’ in 1905,” wrote Lenin, “enriched the revolutionary proletariat 


ha highly valuable political experience and showed that, when legal and 
legal, parliamentary and non-parliamentary forms of struggle are com- 

ec it is sometimes. useful and even essential to reject parliamentary 
blind!; It would, however, be highly erroneous to apply this experience 
Th z » Imitatively and uncritically to other conditions and other situations. 
eat olshevik boycott of-the Duma in 1906 was a mistake, even if a minor 
_ easily remediable one.” The boycott of the Duma in 1907, 1908 and 
28) ayant years suggested by the boycottists and the otzovists (see Note 
and dif Tejected by the Bolsheviks would have been “a most serious error 
uficult to remedy”, Lenin pointed out. p. 95 


49 

Qn October 26 (November 8), 1917, the Second All-Russia Congress of 
ange adopted the Decree on Land. In Russia, it annulled landed estates 
transferred the land to the peasants. The Decree on Land included 

he Peasant Mandate on Land drawn up on the basis of 242 local 
fens ates and the Socialist-Revolutionary slogan for “equalitarian land 

Pi emi . Explaining why the aisteriee ful opposed it earlier, and later 
‘cepted it, Lenin said, “As a democratic government, we cannot ignore 

€ decision of the masses of the people, even though we may disagree 
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919- ber of countries split away from the Social-Democrats and forme 

SP ualene parties. Trying to retain their influence among the te. 
yohitio arily-minded fred ee they expressed their readiness in the 
Tiel, Conancalt International, founded in March 1919, When the 
revolutionary movement in Germany, Italy and other Countries was 
defeated, capitalism was temporarily stabilised, the Centrist Parties once 
again joined the Social-Democratic parties. p. 104 
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ce is tO the Open Letter of the Central Co ; 
refere™ wunist Pa of Cerniany calling upon all mi eee - 
ed Organisations, © Germany to form a united front and joint fg 

cr nsified advance of capitalists on the working claus * 


inte c 2 
me ettet was published in the newspaper Die Rote Fahne on January 8 


Fh. p. 129 


Tepe 2h, et it 
its Sty ion—the workers’ armed uprising in Ce: A 
ic at a The Batis It was not ag es by the workers a eres Hara 
xs tae arc and, despite the heroic struggle of the workers, was soon 


sappressed p- 132 
Two-and-o-Half International— the name of the international associz- 
¥ founded in Vienna in 1921 at the conference of Centrist parties and 
ups, Which under the pressure of the revolutionary workers’ masses 
fr Be Second International for a time. In 1923, the Two-and-a-Half 


International again merged with the Second International. p. 133 
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Hempel—a leader of the opportun- 
ist German Communist Workers 
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Heuston, Arthur (1863—1935) — 
an opportunist leader of the 
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Second International. Minister 
of several governments.— 86, 
88, 89, 116, 117 

Hélz, Max (1889—1933)— headed 
workers’ guerilla detachments in 
Central Germany in 1919—20, 
and led the workers’ uprising in 
March 1921.—132 

Horner, K. (Pannekoek, Anton) 
(1873—1960)— Dutch Left-wing 
socialist. In 1918, helped to 
found the Communist arty of 
Holland. In 1920, published a 
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Communist International in the 
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Kutler, Nikolai Nikolayevich 
(1859—1924)—a leader of the 
Cadet Party, and a State Duma 
deputy. —65 
Kuzmin-Karavayev, V. D. 
(1859—1927)— liberal, de uty of 
the First and the Second 
Dumas.— 65 
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Malakhov, Nikolai Nikolayevicn 
1827)—assistant commander of 
the Moscow military district dur. 
ing the Moscow armed Uprising 
in December 1905,— 32 

Maring, Henrik (1883—1949)_ 
representative of the Dutch 
Indies at the Second Congress 
of the Communist International 
in 1920.— 119 
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McLaine (b. 1891)—a Left-win 
functionary of the British Social 
ist Party; became a Communist in 
1920; a delegate to the Second 
Congress of the Communist In- 
Tponal in 1920—115, 116, 


Merrheim, Alphonse (1 881—1925)— 
an active French trade union- 
Ist.— 86 

Milyukou, Pavel Nikolayevich (1849— 
1943) — leader of ‘the Russian 
tPerialist_ bourgeoisie, headed 


Mirov, V. V. (Thou, V- K.) (b. 1882) 
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. tor of Marxism; became Men- 
erik in 1903; took a social- 
chauvinist stand oe the 
world imperialist war in 1914— 
18.—30,7 se, aks : 
Purishkevich, Vladimir Mitrofanovich 
(1870—1920)—Russian _Jand- 
owner, monarchist; organiser of 
the reactionary Black MHun- 
dreds. — 59 
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Quelch, Tom—British socialist; de- 
legate to the Second Congress of 
the Communist International in 
1920; a foundation member of 
the Communist Party of Great 
Britain — 123 
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Second Congress of the Commu- 
nist International—119, 120, 
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Savin, Ant. (Shimanovsky A. B.) (b. 


1878)—member of the C, C., 
Socialist-Revolutionary Party; 
after the defeat of the 1905—07 
revolution, advocated the liqui- 
dation of the S.R. Party’s illegal 
organisations — 71 

Philipp (1865— 
1935)—a leader of the extreme 
Right-wing opportunist Social- 
Democrats in hires From 
February to June 1919, he head- 
ed the German bourgeois go- 
vernment and ruthlessly sup- 
pressed the working-class move- 
ment.— 75, 76, 77, 78, 79, 80, 
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Seta Giacinto Menotti (1872— 
1926)—a leader of the Left- 
wing Italian socialists; became 
a Communist in 1924.— 98, 117 

Shcheglo, V. A. (Heisina, V. A.) (b. 
1878)—Russian _Social-Demo- 
crat, Menshevik; in 1906, she 
sided with the liquidators.— 42 

Shingaryov, Andrei Ivanovich 
(1869—1918)—a leader of the 
Cadet Party; in 1917, was a 
Minister of the bourgeois Provi- 
sional Government.— 72: 

Sokolov, N. D. (1870—1928) — Rus- 
sian Social-Democrat; during ad- 
ditional elections to the ird 
Duma, was nominated depu- 
ty —65, 66 

Stampfer, Friedrich (b. 1874) — Ger- 
man Right-wing Social- 
Democrat, who turned social- 
chauvinist during the imperialist 
war of 1914—18. In 1916, be- 
came editor-in-chief of the news- 
paper Vorwarts, central organ of 
the German Social-Democratic 
Party. —77 

Stolypin, tr Arkadyevich (1862— 
1911)— Prime Minister between 
1906 and 1911; organised mass 
executions of revolutionary 
workers and peasants; issued the 
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land decree of November 9 (22), 
1906 (see Note 25).— 36, 46, 
47, 48, 58, 60, 63, 65 
S. V., Stanislav Volsk (Sokolov, An- 
drei Vladimirovich (b. 1880)— 
Social-Democrat, became one of 
€ otzovist leaders after the 
1905—07 revolution (see Note 
28).— 69 
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Zubatov, Sergei Vasilyevich (186 


1917) colonel of the ong! 
merie who at the beginning o! 
the century tried to implement 
“police socialism” in Russia 1 
as to divert the workers from 
the revolutionary struggle. In 
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